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- PREFACE.

Is a woman more unwomanly in protecting her
_ children than a hen is unhenly in protecting her
chicks? Is it not the rooster that isunhenly in strut-
ting around, fussing about the unhenliness of the hen
in protecting his progeny? Isit not theman that is
unwomanly, and unmanly too, in strutting about as
if he were lord of creation? Is it not instinct that
makes every mother love and want to protect her
young? - Did the fathers ever possess this instinct?
If they ever did possess it, have they kept it so
carefully laid away in a napkin, unused until it has
been taken from them? If it has not been taken
from them, why do they not use it to protect their
progeny fron the Rum Curse and Rum Ruin? If
they do not have it, or if they do have it and will
_ not use it, why do they whine about a woman want-
ing to do the most womanly thing in the world?
‘Where is the consistency in allowing a woman to
own property and take care of men’s children and
mnot giving her the power to protect either of them?
Why hem her in with the home as ¢‘her sphere’’
and then with-hold from her the power by which she
could hinder men from placing a saloon beside her
door to ruin both? Answer: ‘‘She’s nothing but
a woman.”’ Yours
Until the American Eagle
can fly with both wings, FEELIX FEELER.
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THE BIBLE AND WOMAN SUFFRAGE.

—

I l ?any men misinterpret the Bible, especially
when they have a poor cause. An ignorant
colored preacher once said in his pulpit: ‘“‘women is
a queer creature, and there is no exception to their
queerness, because every woman is possessed of seven
devils”. His female hearers were very indignant at
him forsuch a remark and called him to account for it.
He placed a Bible in the hands of each one, and asked
them to read aloud the account of Mary Magdalene.
This done, he asked some questions: “What did Je-
sus do for Mary Magdalene?” “He cast seven devils
out of her.”” “Did he ever cast seven devils eut of
the other women of the world?” “No.”” “Well, then
they must be in them yet.”” It is the same style of
interpretation that applies one saying of Paul to cer-
tain women of a certain town and time to all women
of all times and all towns.

The Bible is a book of principles and not of rules.
M says as much about women voting as about men
voting. The fatherhood of God and the brotherhood,
and equality before God and the law, of man (inclu-
ding woman) are the principles of the Bible. Paul’s
instructions about women were in accordance -and
harmony with Eastern customs and surroundings and
are no more binding on the women of other nations
with other customs and surroundings than the keep-
ing the face covered, etc,. Woman of the East is treat-



FEMALE FILOSOFY. 19

ed more like a beast, womag of the West and civiliza-
tion, is treated more like man’s equal, as God intend-
ed when he created man male-and-female. Would
not some of our begyx and belles and swellse make
great splurges if they were to court and marry and
live according to Eastern customs?

Paul’s injunction against the women of lascivious
Corinth would have been uncalled for against com-
paratively chaste Jerusalem. He blames the women
of Corinth, not for praying and prophesying, but be-
cause they did it with their heads uncovered. The
Sfeet-washing, the saluting with a holy kiss, the face-
veiling and the seclusion and exclusion of the women
of the East, are not at all appropriate to the West.

‘Who would think of advocating slavery to day be-
cause Paul sent the runaway slave, Onesimus, back
to his owner and counselled slaves to obey. their
masters? Paulsaid a great many things upon which
there is very little stress put to day. He said among
other things, ‘‘Seek not a wife’’; also, that it was
good for the unmarried and widows to abide as he
‘was. And now how many. of our woman-haters are
willing to take their own medicine? = How many of
them like to have Paul quoted at them? How many
of them “‘strain out the gnat and swallow the camel’’
hunch back and all, because ‘‘She’s nothing but a wo-
man.”

Paul also said: ‘‘There is neither Jew nor Greek;
there is neither bond nor free, there is neither male
nor female: for ye are all one in Christ Jesus,”
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That wasadeclaration of independence almost equal

to the ¢‘All men are created free and equal, ete.”

The Bible says: “Do unto others as you would have
others do unto you’’. And what man would want
s woman to deprive him of his ballot? And why do
to her what he would not have her do to him?

If Paul exhorts women to be ‘‘subject to their own
husbands,” he also exhortsall to the same, ‘‘be ye
subject one to another:’’ and ‘‘Submit one to anoth-
er.”” And where is there a discrimination against a
woman in all these?

Paul says: ¢ I suffer not'a woman to teach:”’ and
it is wonderful how closely men carry that out in the
church work with four or five female for every male
teacher. The anti-woman man—the Eastern heathen
would say: “If women teach at all, let it be done
in the home: if they lead a meeting, let them keep
their faces veiled: if they pray at all, let their heads
be covered : and if they must sing let them sing mum.”’

Now the interpretation of the Bible that excludes
women from the polls excludes them from all church
and Sunday School and' missionary work. Take
them out of the church work and let them do noth-
ing but ¢‘learn from their husbands at home,”’ and
‘‘keep silence in the church,”” and you may as well
lock your church doors and throw away the keys.

Thereare certain truths that need no Bible doctrine
to make them acceptable. And Paul and the Bible
are not against them. Here is one of them: A wo-
man hag the same right and interest to live here
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and live happily too, that a man has. She is as
much entitled to ‘‘life, liberty and the pursuit of
happiness’’ a8 man is. She is as much interested in
the administration of justice and the existence of
wholesome laws, as man is. Her interests are just
as sacred to her and as easily affected as his, and she
i8s no less a citizen than he is, and the Bible and
Paul have too much sense tobeagianst them.

Dr. Greggsays: ‘‘I wish to say that not only do I
stand upon the platform of the woman suffrage associ-
ation, but Paul stands upon this platform with me.
The plain English of it is this: the man who says
Paul is an anti-woman suffragist lies and it gives me
very great pleasure that he does.’’ '

_ Moses was a lawgiver, his brother Aaron a priest,
and their sister Miriam, a prophetess—an offi~~ no
less honorable and distinctive and important than
either of the other two. Deborah was nota Prophet-
ess only, but a Judge also; ‘‘and the children of Israel
came up to her for judgment.”” An opponent says:
But she called a man to go up to do the fighting.
Yes but he was so much of a coward that he would
not go unless she went along (Jud.4:8). 8o the
Lord delivered Sisera into the hand of a woman and
she got the honor of it too. She was Prophetess,
Judge and warrior.

And what shall I say more for the women
of the Bible? For time would fail me to tell of
the Prophetess, Huldah, expounding the law that
priestly lore failed to fathom; of the holy Han-
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nah, whose aspirations were understood by neither
husband nor priest; of faithful and chaste Ruth, pa-
triotic Esther, and Vashti, who preferred self-respect
to a kingdom ; of wise Abigail appeasing the wrath of
David against her churlish husband ; and the women
who follwed Jesus; and the women who labored with
Paul in the gospel whom he exhorted the men to
help; Priscilla and Aquilla, Paul's helpers in Christ
Jesus; and the many others mentioned in the gospel.

And although a man, Simeon, was the first to talk
about the new born Saviour, yet a woman, Anna, was
the first to preach Him to others. And yet men will
insist that they be nothing but mere ornaments in
the church. There certainly can be some importance
attached to a woman being the first preacker of the
Saviour to others.

In Gen. 1:27,28 we read: ‘‘So God created man in,
His own image, in the image of God created he him;
male and female created he them. And God blessed
them, and God said unto them, be fruitful and multi-
ply, and replenish the earth, and subdue it.”” He
made them equal and set- them both at the same kind
of work, dominating and subduing the earth, and
not each other. .

Such a thing as a woman’s rights or individual con-
science was not known to the Jews. The general be-
hef was she had no soul. It is a sad comment on
their civilization that when the Ten commandments
were given, a wife was classed with property that
might be coveted just like a house or a domestic an-



#A womam was the first to preach Him to others.”
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imal. The tenth commandment, however, was a good
thing for woman in that crude age, since it wasa law
for Home Protection. ¢‘Because of the hardness of
men’s hearts,”” (Matt.19:8), explains many things
that are recorded in the Old Testament. The oppress-
ion of woman began with polygamy, the first instance
of which appearsin conjunction with murder, aveng-
ing of blood and sinful poetry (Gen.4th). Even now

authority for the subjection of women is sought in-
what transpired after sin entered the world. Christ

says: ‘‘Fromthe beginning it was not 80,’’ and places

the authority for the relation of the sexes in the origi-

nal state of things in Eden.

There is nothing in the Scriptures to show directly
or indirectly that women should vote either in church
or State. It can be inferred that they did voge in
the election of Matthias to take the place of Judas.
Acts 1:14: ““They all continued with one accord in
prayer and supplication, with the women, and Ma-
ry the mother of Jesus, and with his brethren.”

Then Peter tells them their duty is to elect one to
take the place of Judas, and in verse 26 the record is:
‘“And they gave forth their lots; and the lot fell up-
on Matthias.”

But then, the Bible has been interpreted both for
and against nearly all the great evils that have ev-
er existed. It hasdone service for both sides of the
Lottery, Social amusements, Drunkenness, Slavery,
and Polygamy. The Bible is neither in favor of,
nor opposed to woman suffrage, and therefore the
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question must be decided outside of it.

It is simply ridiculous, to say the least, to see
some people, who are opposed to woman suffrage,
going through the Bible picking up a dead bone
here and one there and trying to make a compos-
ite creature that would uphold them in their views,
and all the time whistling ‘‘Sac-ri-le-gious, sac-ri-le-
gious, sac-ri-le-gious’ to the tune of ‘Old Hundred’,
fearing all the time that some ghost might arise
and scare them so that the hairs of their head would
stand up like the quills of a porcupine, for their act
of sacrilege in distorting the Secriptures.

‘““‘Let the women learn from their husbands at
home’’ would be a peculiar doctrine to day, and to
carry it out would present a strange picture, Edu-
cated, intelligent women learning from their hus-
bands at home, eh? ‘‘Ten times as many girl grad-
uates as boy graduates from our high schools”” and
how much would the average woman *‘learn from her
husband at home?”’ A strange picture indeed.

Many husbands do not have sense enough to stay at
home any length of time, much less instruct a wife
there. Most men have time for nothing but saloons,
Secret societies and Lodges. And they have solemn-
ly sworn not to tell what they know about them, -
even to their wives.

Dr. Lyman Abbott would explode a great shell in
the camp of the woman suffragists by quoting Paul’s
mjunction, ‘“Wives, submit yourselves to your own
husbands.”” Here is Mrs. Mary Parry’s relpy to it:
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“Dr. Lyman Abbott, in my humble opinion, mistakes
wifely submission to the laws of God and nature for
obedience to a husband’s authority. He says a wom-
an should ‘look up to and reverence her husband.’
Why not look up to and reverence God, and say of our
husband, in the language of the Psalmist: ‘A man
mine equal, my guide and mine acquaintance. We
took counsel together and walked to the house of
God in company?’ Why will our brethren twist and
distort the Apostolic teaching into a command of
‘Wives, obey your husbands,” when there is no such
command? Werecommend all such brethren to spend
more time and give more thought to an elaborate and
exhaustive explanation of ‘Husbands, love your
wives’, especially when we remember, and all fath-
ers know, that ‘submission’ means going down, as
Mrs. Lathrop says, ‘into the very jaws of death, to
give birth to the children which are God's own pledg-
es of faithful and honourable marriage.”
History Repeated.

Samuel J. May in his “Recollections of the Anti-
Slavery Conflict’’ says: “Accordingly the most violent
conflicts we had. and the most outrageous mobs we
encountered, were led on or instigated by persons pro-
fessing to be religious. Of the 80,000 ministers of
all denominations in the United States, I believe not
one in a hundred ever raised his voice against the en-
slavement of millions of our countrymen, nor lifted
his finger to protect one who had escaped from bond-
age It must be left for the future historian of our
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Republic in the nineteenth eentury to tell to posteri-
ty how fearfully the American Church, and ninety
nine hundredths of the ministers were subjugated to
the will and behest of ourslave-holding oligarchy.

It cannot be denied that the most formidable oppo
gition we had to contend against was that which was
made by the ministers and churches and ecclesiasti-
cal authorities. When the future history of the anti-
slavery conflict shall be fully written, and the sayings
and doings of preachers, theological professors, edi-
tors of religious periodicals, and presbyteries, associ-
ations, conferences, and general assemblies, shall be
spread before the people in the light of our enlarged
liberty, no one will fail to see that practically the
worst enemies of truth, righteousness and humanity
were those who professed to be friends and followers
of Christ. = Had they been generally faithful and
fearless in behalf of the oppressed, no other oppo-
nents would have dared to oppose the just demand
for their immediate emancipation.””

In the present struggle for the emancipation of the
drunkard and the women from their respective bond-
ages the forces for and against are similar to those in
the struggle for Negro emancipation. And what
May says of the past may be truly said of the present:
it will be left to the future historian of our Republic
in the twentieth century to tell to posterity how
fearfully the American church, and many of its
ministers were subjugated to the will and behest of
our Rum-ruling a.nd Slum-making oliga;chy.



DISFRANCHISES

he political peers of women are peculiar.

In Kansas the disfranchises consist of con

victs, criminals, idiots, insane men and sane women.
In Minnesota and Nebraska the criminals are dis-
franchised. In Jowa conviets are not in the list.
1n Wisconsin bribers, boodlers and duellists are.
In Michigan duellists and women only are disfran-
chised. In Illinois, women and convicts; women,
boodlers and bribers in Indiana ; in Missouri, insane,
paupers, women and criminals are all disfranchised.

Mrs. Henrietta Briggs-Wall, of Hutchinson, Kan-
sas, has composed a group of five of these,——the
Idiot,*the Criminal, the Indian, the insane man and
the sane woman (Miss Frances E. Willard), and the
group is entitled, ‘“‘American Woman and Her Po-
litical Peers.” ,

What sane man is willing to allow his sane wife,
sane mother, sane daughter, and sane sister to be
put on an equality with the array of brains consti-
tuting the above named disfranchised class?

How many men will admit that their wives mani-
fested less brains in accepting their proposal than
they manifested in making it? And yet frequently
it is only too true. Who doubts his wife’s judgment
when she says he is a good man? And that is right.
No man should get socially mixed up with a woman
whose judgment he cannot trust. Yet they are com-
menly classed with the fool.  Either his judgment
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or hers is bad, or biased in many cases.
A woman is treated by men as inferior to the sav- -
age Iudian. For if the Indian owns a dog and pays
taxes on him he can vote. A woman may own the
world and the fulness thereof and it would not help
her to the ballot in many states. Probably they are
treated thus to keep them from getting the whole
world. But if a woman hzd a whole world of her
own, she would have to get a man to control it for
her.  Yes, and then get another woman to econtrol
the man. So the expense of running it would soon
eat up all the profits. How wise men are to see that
it is best to discourage the women in getting property.
The criminal who has rebelled against law and
everything that is good in human society, of course
should not be allowed to help make laws. But what
have the women done? - Why brand them with the
same mark? Where is the commonality between a
sane woman and an insane man? Yet ourlegal stat-
utes put them on an equality in suffrage.  The in-
sane man might abuse the right of suffrage, but who
dares to say that a woman would do so more than a
man?

The center of the group is occupied by the sweet
face of that grand and noble woman, first and fore-
most as an all-round good woman in the world —
Frances E. Willard. Yet many of the men, and our
statutes, put her on a political level with fools, crim-
inals, savages, lunatics and paupers of this country,
and far below American dudes and fops, and foreign
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_$nobs, ex-criminals, ex-convicts, paupers, dunces and
donkeys, all because ‘‘She’s nothing but a woman ;"
which is the only invincible argument against woman
suffrage. Crusty prejudice, conservative faintness
and the inertia of custom, and all otlter reasons are
nothing compared with it. And altogether we have
never heard a reason against woman suffrage that was
worth coneidering, or was worthy the understanding
of a small boy, or that could stand up without a
whalebone between its ribs. There is some satisfac-
tion in striking at an obstacle that is capable of being
knocked down, but the opposition to woman suffrage
is like a bag of feathers suspended in the air. You
may pound it all day, and at night it is still a bag of
feathers, neither ruffied nor moved.

RIGHTS.

he ““Outlook’’ said in regard to the New York

Constitutional Convention omitting the word
male from its constitution: ‘‘The question is one of
political expediency, not of political justice.” Just
as if our government were founded on ‘‘political ex-
pediency.”” Our idea has always been that ‘‘eternal
justice’’ was the foundation principle of our govern-
ment. It was not the amount of tax on tea and pa-
per, but the principle of taxation without represent-
ation that hurt us,
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““Political expediency’’ cut no figure in it. The
God-implanted instinet of justice and right prompted
our sturdy forefathers to resent the insult to their
independence from the British government. The
expediency of their revolutionary measures was not
considered at,all. It was not considered germane
to the question. The matter simply was, ‘Taxation
without representation is contrary to every senti-
ment of justice, is therefore tyranny and will not be
tolerated by an enlightened people.”” That principle
has not changed. Taxation without representation
“is still tyranny, whether imposed on subjects across
the waters or at home. The instinct is still alive in
the American heart.

Why then is it that our government practices the
very same tyranny against which the founders of the
government rebelled ? Simply because our lawmakers
discuss the subject from the standpoint of expediency
and not from that of right. Allintelligent men con-
cede that on a basis of right the ballot should be in
the hands of women, but expediency,—speculation
as to what would be the probable results of women’s
participation in politics—is permitted to thrust aside
the underlying principle of right, and the subject is -
discussed as a political measure merely, and as one
devoid of moral quality.

Where a question of justice isinvolved in any mat-
ter, expediency ought to have no place in its settle-
ment, Evil can not permanently result from a course
of conduct determined by a strict adherence to right,

B
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o Where are our boasted liberty and freedom?
Where is the ¢‘Land of the free and the home of the
brave?’’ (Free men and brave women, we susf)ect.)

It could not mean the land of free men and the
homes of brave women, because the law (generally,)
does not allow a woman any part of a home that she
and her husband earn in partnership until he dies,
and then only the ¢nterest of one-third of it. No
matter if she earns the whole farm after they are
fuarried, and he only boards with her, (many men
@o that,) she eannot will one cent of it to her chil-
dren at her death. A widow gets the interest of one-
third of her own and her husband’s property after
hisdeath. She really owned one-half of it before
his death, but now only tke snterest of one third of
¢¢. (In many cases she could suffer such a loss in
order togetrid of him.) Ifshe dies, he gets the
whole of it to do with it as he pleases. If the prop-
ety was hers before marriage, and they have a living
child, he gets the use of it all as long as he lives.—
He may even drive her children off, bring home anoth-
er wife and raise up other children on the dead
mother’s property. “‘O consistency, thou art a jew-
el.”” But such an oneas does not shine well in the
light. Insome states a married woman cannot own
anything, no matter whether she earns it or inherits
it. Everything belongs to the husband. In Ken-
tucky, a few years ago, lived a man who spent all he
earned in the saloons. In fact he got solow down
that he hung round doing odd jobs for his drinks.
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. He seldom went home. His wife earned enough
money, by hard' washing, (#32) and bought a cow.

When he heard of it, he went home, drove the cow '

away and sold her for $7,00 and a shot gun, and re-
turned to the saloon to spend the money. She had
no redress at law. She was nothing but a woman,
and the laws there did not allow her to own anything
Abraham Lincoln said: ¢“Freedom and slavery
cannot both survive.” If it is not slavery, what is
the condition of the 15,000,000 women in this coun-
try? Isit right that those who were once slaves and
who are, in many respects, inferior to these women,
be liberated and the women still left in subjection? -

The ignorant, black man’s privileges and oppor-
tunities and powers are far superior to those of our
intelligent white women. And yet there are many
white women spending their lives to day in teaching
the black man how to vote, but yet they cannot vote
themselves becausc they are nothing but women. -

Really the subjection 6f women is the fruit of us-
age, custom and consequent prejudice. And in the
nature of things a man has no more natural right to
say that a woman shall not vote than a womsdn has
to say that a man shall not vote.

Give usan educational qualiﬁcatidn' for the ballot,
and that will sift out the undesirable, sedimentary
vote of both scxes. This will enable us to exchange
the undesirable for the desirable. making a test that
ig impartial, in which sex will count for no more
than the color of the hair.



If myfather was a monkey, who was his father?
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Is the principle of taxation without representntion
right? Should women be taxed to help nupportn
government in which they have no representatich?
Should women be amenable to laws in whose enact-
ment they have no voice?

These are the points at issue; if they can be an-
swered affirmatively, then the question of woman
suffrage may be decided from the standpoint of ex-
pediency or policy, and then our government ought
to at once apologize to Great Britain for its rebellion
against her authority.

The Baptists in New England early set women free
ecolesiastically, recognizing the truth that ¢in
Christ there is neither male nor female.””

Thomas Jefferson stated that his outline for a
Democratic form of government for the United States
was a result of his observations of the Democratic
form of government of the little Baptist church near
his home where he often attended.

Dr. Bushnell and many others would have us be-
lieve that ‘‘suffrage is the right given, never a right
to be demanded because it inheres beforehand in the.
person, and neither men nor women have any title to
it save what is grounded in consideration of benefit.”

By whom is it given? And where did the ones who
confer the right get it? The Declaration of Inde-
pendence and the Constitution do not confer the
right to vote on any one. The framers of these doc-
uments had the right to vote before the documents
existed, Or else how could they vote to make them?
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And others say: ¢“If suffrage is a natural right, by
what special law of nature doesitbecome operative
sooner or later?”> By the same law that makes the
right of a boy or girl to get married operative sooner
or later according to the laws of the different States.

The right to trade, contract, marry and vote all
inhere in the infant, but can only be exercised later
in life. No oneis bornavoter. Neither isany one
borna man. All are born babes. All babes are
born with the right to become men and women with-
out hindrance. 8o are they born with the right to
become voters. And society only regulates, it does
not confer these rights. Tho natural rights to ““life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness’ insure to us
all that will protect those rights.

James Freeman Clark says: ‘‘There are many
rights given by society, of which it would neverthe-
less be manifestly unjust to deprive either sex, If
women were forbidden to use the sidewalk, and if
they complained of the deprivation, it would be no
answer to tell them that it was not a natural right,
but one given by society, and which society might

therefore control as it saw fit.”” And it would be
about asreasonable to tell them ‘‘the majority of the

women don’t want to use the streets,’’ or ‘‘bad wom-
en would use the streets,’”’ or ‘‘women would be out
of their ‘sphere,’’ or ‘‘the Bible is opposed to women
using the streets,”” etc. But such are the answers of
men to the women complaining of being deprived of
what men call a conferred right. ) -

P
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. If ««All self-governments derive their powers from
those to be governed,”” certainly those who are to
rbey the laws, and those who are to be punished for
breaking them, ought to have a voice in making
{liem, especially when that voice would not be used
for a bad purpose, but to good ends.

Angelina Grimp’s motto was: ‘“What is morally
right for a man to do, is morally right for a woman
todo.”” And she was not very far wrong.

And William Loyd Garrison says: ‘“Women claim
no other title to it (the suffrage) than men assert for
themselves; and that claim is valid in one case as
well as in the other. It is sure to be accorded in the
end, and the sooner the better. No matter how ma-
ny stupid or stubborn men may resist, or how many
weak minded women may say nay, it will neverthe-
l¢es be trinmphant, adding new luster to the nine-

teenth century.’”’

George William Curtis championed equal rights
in the New York Constitutional Convention of 1857.
Oneportion of his speech was directed against the
phrase ¢‘Provided that idiots, lunatics, persons un-
der guardianship, felons, women, and persons con-
victed of bribery etc., shall not be entitled to vote,”’
and it has been considered a gem of oratory.: ¢I
wish to know, sir, and I ask in the name of the po-
litical justice and consistency of this State, why it
is that half of the adult population, as vitally inter-
osted in good government as the other half, who own
property, manage estates, and pay taxes, who dis-
charge all the duties of good citizensand are perfect-
ly intelligent and capable, are absolutely deprived of
political power and classed with lunatics and felons.
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The boy will become & man and a voter; the luna-
tic may emerge from the cloud and resume his rights;
the idiot, plastic under the tender hand of modern
science, maz be moulded into the full citizen; the
criminal, whose hand still drips with the blood of
his country and of liberty, may be pardoned and
restored ; but no age, no wisdom, no peculiar fitness,
no public service, no effort, no desire, can remove
from woman this enormous and extraordinary disa-
bility. Upon what reasonable grounds does it rest?
Upon none whatever. It is contrary to natural
justice, to the acknowledged and traditional princi-
ples of the American government, and to the most
enlightened political philosophy.”

On Feb. 6th and 7th, 1866, Charles Sumner made
a great speech in Congress in favor of equal rights
for all, and maintained that Congress had full power,
in guaranteeing a Republican form of government,
to enfranchise the colored race throughout the nation

without an amendment to the Constitution. He
eaid: ‘“We must declare that a State which, in the
foundation of its government, sets aside ‘the con-
sent.of the governed,” which imposes taxation with-
out represeéntation, which discards the principle
of equal rights, and lodges power exclusively with
an oligarchy, aristocracy, caste or monopoly, can
not be recognized a ‘Republican form of govern-
ment’ according to the requiremets of American in-
stitutions. . Even if it may satisfy some definition
handed down from antiquity or invented in monarch-
ial Europe, it can not satisfy the solemn injunction
of our constitution. ...... To establish the equal
rights for all, no further amendment is needed,



42 FEMALE FILOSOFY.

The actual text is exuberant; instead of adding
new words, it will be enough if you give those that
exist the natural force belonging to them. Instead
of neglecting, use them.

An illustrious magistrate once retorted upon
an advocate who, dissatisfied with a ruling of the
court, threatened to burn his books, ‘Better read
them,’” and so would Isay now to all who think the
Constitution needs amendment. Better read it.

Yes, sir, read it in the principles proclaimed by
the Fathers before the Revolution ; read it in the dec-
laration of the Fathers when they took their place as
a Republic; read it in the avowed opinions of the
Fathers; read it in the noble acts of the Fathers;
and in all this beaming, diffusive light, you will dis-
cern the true meaning. The victory that overthrew
slavery carried away all those glosses and construc-
tions by which this wrong was originally fastened
upon us. For generations, the National Constitution
has been interpreted for slavery. From this time
forward, it must be interpreted in harmony with the
" Declaration of Independence, so that human rights
shall always prevail.” :

Benjamin Franklin said: ‘‘Liberty, or freedom
consists in having an actual share in the appoint-
ment of those who frame the laws. . . . They who
have no voice nor vote in the electing of representa-
tives, do not enjoy liberty, but are absolutely en-
slaved.”’ .

Surely then, a government is despotic in propor-
tion to the rights with-held from the people. And
8o far as womanhood is concerned, America is almost
an abeolute despotism,



CITIZENS

; V ho are citizens? Men only, when it comes to
making laws and drawing salaries, but men-and-wo-
men when the laws are to be obeyed and the salaries
paid. If a woman had the wealth of a Dives and
the wisdom of a Solomon, and a man had the poverty
of Lazarus and the ignorance of a dunce, he could
make the laws and she would be compelled to obey
them and pay the salary. Division of labor. See?
The fifteenth amendment to our Constitution says:
¢‘The right of citizens . . ....tovote shall not be
denied or abridged . . .. on account of race, color or
previous 3ondition of servitude.”” Again: ¢“No State
shall make, or enforce any law which shall abridge
the privileges or immunities of citizens of the Uni-
ted States.” Art. XIV., Sec.1: ‘“All persons born
or naturalized in the United States and subject to the
jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the State where
they reside.”

When women intend to travel in forelgn countries
they take out citizens’ passports for protection.

And the Supreme Court of the United States has
time and again decided that women are citizens.—

Webster defines the word ‘‘citizen’’ to be ‘‘a per-
son, native or naturalized, who has the privilege of
voting for public officers, and who is qualified to fill
offices in the gift of the people.”” The right to vote
then, inheres in citizenship;



WHO ARE “THE PEOPLE?”

he preamble to our Constitution says: ¢‘We,

the people of the United States, in order to
form a more perfect union, establish justice, insure
domestic tranquility, provide for the common defense,
promote the general welfare and secure the blessings
of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordain
and establish this Constitution for the United

States of America.’’
Now who are ‘‘the people?”’ Is a woman a peo-

ple? If not, why did not the men people say: ‘‘we

the men people of the United States, in order to

form a more despotic union, establish ¢njustice, in-

sure masculine rule and feminine subjection, ... ..

promote our general welfare and secure the blessings -
of liberty and freedom to ourselves and our male

posterity, do ordain and establish this Constltution

for the United States?’’

For a little experiment we pick up the Constitu-
tion of the State of Ohio. The preamble says: ‘“We
the people of the State of Ohio, (1) grateful to Al-
mighty God for our freedom, to secure its blessings
and’ promote our common welfa.re do establish this
Constitution.”

Now the women of Ohio ought to be very grateful
for their ‘‘freedom’’ to do nothing but what men
allow them; to secure such blessings as men think
they need; to promote the common welfare of men
and help to establish the Constitution of their State.
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Sec. 1: of the ¢‘Bill of Rights’’ says: ‘‘All men
are, by nature, free (1) and independent, and have
certain inalienable rights, among which are those of
enjoying and defending (2) life and liberty, acqui-
ring, possessing, and protecting property, (8) and
seeking and obtaining happiness and safety.””

Now if the word ‘“men’’ doss not include women
it certainly should. If it does, it is very inconsist-
ent. The women have the right to acquire and pos-
sess property,but what power have they to protect it?
Men tax their property as much as they please and
use the money as it suits them. Men can pass such
laws as will consume the property and the women
can neither protect it nor hinder them. They may
build houses, but men can set down saloons beside
them and depreciate the property, destroy their hap-
piness and endanger their lives, and yet they live
in Ameriea.

Sec. 2, says: ‘‘All political power is inherent in
the people.”” (1) Government is instituted for their
equal protection and benefit, and they have the right
to alter, reform, or abolish the same etc.”

Does the word ‘‘people’’ mean men, or does it mean
men-and-women when political power is spoken of?
What is the antecedent of their and they? Isit men,
or isit men-and-women? If ‘‘Government is insti-
tuted for equal protection and benefit’’ of men and
women, then the next clanse is not true, for men
only can ‘‘alter, reform and abolish the same when-
ever they deem it necessary.” '
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Sec. 8: ““The people have the right to assemble
together in a peaceable manner etc.”’ certainly means
both men and women. But ‘‘people’’ in the next
sec.(4) means men only; ‘‘the people have a right to
bear arms.” Sec. 5: ‘“Theright to trial by jury;”’
Sec. 6: “No slavery in this state;’’ Sec. 7: ‘“All men
have a natural and indefeasible right to worship;’’
Sec. 8: ‘““Writ of Habeas Corpus;’’ and Sec. 9: ‘“All
persons shall be bailable,”’ all includes women as well
a8 men.

We might go through the whole Bill of Rights and
Wrongs in this way and show how confused are the
ideas of the Constitution of the great State of Ohio;
but this is suficient. Now Ohioans are not all the
sinners that dwell at Jerusalem and have sinned
in this way. You may take up almost any other
State Constitution and you will find it wonderfullv
like unto that of Ohio. And the same indefiniteness
and inconsistencies are found in the United States
Constitution. Is it not time we begin to say what
we mean and mean what we say? )

Under our present circumstances and according to
our political statutes we should say we have a ‘‘gov-
ernment of the men people, for the men people, by
the men people.”” Women people do not count,
only in making up a larger number, so as to have
as many representatives as possible, and thus put
more men people in the ‘‘by people’’ or official class,
to draw salaries —all because *:She’s nothing but
a woman.’’



FREEDOM AND EQUALITY.

Samantha Allen says: ““The Declaration of Inde-
pendence says: ‘All'men are born free and equal.’

Now half of that means men, and the other half
means men and women. Now to understand them
words perfect you have to divide the sex. ‘Men are
born,’ that means men and women both,—men and
women are both born, nobody will dispute that.

Then comes the next clause, ‘Free and Equal.’
Now that means men only,—anybody with one eye
can see that. *°

In the National Convention that nominated Lin-
coln for President, a set of resolutions were intro-
duced, not so much opposed to slavery as to slavery
extension. Joshua Giddings thought they were not
strong enough and he introduced an amendment reas-
serting the ‘self evident truths’ of the Declaration of
Independence, that ‘All men are created free and
equal.’’ He said it was the first platform of the par-
ty and to leave it out would be a cowardly dodging
of first principles. The convention shied at it as
taking ground against slavery per se, when opposition
to its extension was all that was intended. 1t would
lose votes. Down it went. The old man found that
the convention was not in harmony with his anti-
slavery views and fight, and so he made his way out’
at the door. _

. What made that gathering possible? What was
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l
its aim? What were its links of sympathy? Why
call his proposition a mere whim? It was the cru-
cial test of the organization, and why should he not
go out when it failed ?

There was nothing there for him, ° The great
truth for which he was ready to die was opposed and
abandoned, and the Reform party stood cringing be-
fore the Nation and dared not stand on the prnciples
upon which the Republic was founded. Instead of
it being a “childish act” to leave the room, it was
a duty to self-respect and the honor of a righteous
cause, and the only thing that brought the convention
toits senses. Men who knew Giddings’ unselfish, con-
secrated work for freedom saw him leave in sadness,
and in the midst of its rush and sweep and enthusi-
asm, that great convention stopped and questioned if
it paid to cringe before the Declaration of Independ-
ence. And at the right moment George William
Curtis with that majestic thrill of his kingly presen ce
and classic words addressed the convention: ‘I have
to ask this convention whether they are prepared to
go upon record and before the country as voting
down the words of the Declaration of Independ-
ence?”’ Cries of ‘no, no’, came from all over the
house. “‘Irise,”’ he said in closing, ‘‘simply to ask
gentlemen to think well, before upon the free prairies
of the west, in the summer of 1860, they dare te
wince and quail before the assertions of the men in
Philadelphia in 1776, before they dare to shrink
from repeating the words these great men enuneia-

C
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ed.”” And the amendment was adopted with scarcely
a dissenting voice.

The reformers of to day are thundering against
the walls of prejudice and ignorance and deep root-
ed custom, and wrong, imbedded in the state and na-
tion. They are fighting avarice and compromise,
as did the heroes of slavery times. The gathering
time will surely come,—the harvest of enlighten-
ed conscience, and loyalty to principle and keen-
edged justice. Oh, for a George William Curtis to
open the eyes of our political conventions, so they
would no longer fear to form and stand by a platform
that reaffirms the foundation princples of our Gov-
ernment. But there is also great need of men of
principle and backbone, who will get up and out of
a convention, and out of a party too, that refuses to
stand by the Declaration of Independence



.. ' MEN AND WOMEN.

@od made man and man made woman what she is

a—slave. This country is governed by the con-.
gent of the men only. A woman has no more will
or consent than a dead man. Buta woman is a cit-
izen and is equally affected with man by bad or good
government. And because obligations to society
and subjection to government are ‘without sex,so
should suffrage be too.

Woman was made as much in the likeness of God
as man was, and if our churches are a good criterion
of judgment, perhaps more so. Both were made
social, and not solitary beings. And in things in
in which both are equally concerned itis not good.
for either to be alone. Man was not complete until
he received a help-meet. Then came society, and
God made their relations binding, not by tkeir con-
sent, but by his decree.

Civilized society is the cultivation of all inter-
dependent relations of all the persons concerned,
and the upward rising towards the Creator. Barba-
rous society is the ignoring of all, or some of these
relations, or the dominion of the lower propensities
in whole or in part. It may consistin the ill treat-
ment of other persons, peoples or nations. And

, certainly it is barbarous to deprive any one of a God-
given right, when the exercise of that right would.
not work harm, but good to society.

When Rome was ruined, the degradatfon of wom-
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anhood and the debasement of lofty sentiment was
#0 great, that appeals to the good and noble would
not reach the degraded domineers. And how can
any nation flourish when the God-given rights of
the people are trampled on, and all thatis good and
noble is ignored?

Will any man dare to say a woman would not have
good judgment in things pertaining to her ¢‘life, lib-
erty and happiness,’”’ and rob her of her children,
her rights and her reason?

If man was only part of a man (the male part)
until the female was created, so a government of the
male part of man is only half a government. The
best government im this world is that of the home
where father and mother have equal power, as in the
modern Christian home.  No other place is so free
from temptations, and serves the best interests of all
its inmates. A government on the same basis would
be more like a typical home and serve the best inter-
ests of all, and shut out the pests of civilization,

Honesty would compel us to admit that the subju-
gation of woman is a trace of that barbarism that
made women slaves, beasts of burdens, pets and play-
things. And the whole logic of the thing lies in a
nutshell. Either women should vote, or men should
not vote. Human ingenuity cannot suggest a single
distinction between the sexes, so far as the right to
vote is concerned. If measured intellectually, the
women of our country are superior to the men.

Are women not just as capable as men of judging
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of the respective merits of men and measures; of
Neal and McKinley; of Cleveland and Harrison; 2ot
free trade and protection, free whiskey and *‘cordial
sympathy;”’ of civil service reform and the spoils
system ; of woman suffrage and fraudulent electiona?
And shall we trust the men who are as ignorant as
oxen to decide these, and be afraid of Mary Somer-
ville and others who measure the stars?

Men and women have the same interests in this
world ; both own property and pay taxes; both have
children to be educated and protected, and lives and
limbs to be made secure. They follow many of the
same businesses and professions; they do much of
the same labor, and have each shown ability as
queens and kings, as rulers and administrators, as
business clerks and agents. And why should there
be such a distinction made when it comes to dropping
a bit of paper .into the ballot box? :

A few years-ago a married woman of Massachu-
setts, who earned wages, agreed with her husband,
who alse was a wage-earner, to form a common fund
and he should take care of that fund. Afterwards,
with his consent, she drew from the fund, and with
the money she purchased clothing for herslf. Alaw-
suit was the result. The eourt, after solemn argu-
ment, decided the clothes belonged to the husband.
She did not own the shoes on her feet. Itis still the
case in most of the states. Lately a Western Judge
decided & woman’s t¢imeis her husband’s time, and
damages for loss of time can be recovered by him only.



o - |

-
J
Z

i ‘/‘7“\.
k( 94,)) s \f_,,
"KH N ,@ s
| “( AR

-
7
2

=R
e

A7 Y TR T AR 2R Y Y :
R — e SN AT
1 N W I . —_—
N N,
/
—_—

s

“».'\) Wl omes

“.fhecloties belong to the husband.”
“1 guess L'll buy J ?m a Mother Hubbard.”




(11

FEMALE FILOSOFY.

« If a woman has her money invested in Railroad,
Bank or Building and Loan Association stock, etc?,
she votes as often and as well as a man does. 1If she
draws it out and puts it into real estate, she has no
more control over its taxation than her six months
old infant. Men may vote it away as they see fit.

The opposers to woman suffrage protest that vir-
tue is the most essential qualification of the citizen
voter, and yet maintain that women, who possess
‘this qualification in the highest degree should be
excluded from the polls; they admit to the ballot-
box the worst element of society, and yet maintain
the best element should be excluded from it; they
declare that taxation of man without representation
is tyranny, but that taxation of woman without rep-
‘resentation is a blessing; they trust the Negro, the
Chinaman, the Irishman, the German, the Hottentot
and the South Sea Islander, if these choose to come
‘to our shores. ‘‘Many of them,’’ says Dr. Hulbert,
“‘come to us having neither money enough to pay
their passage, nor learning enough to write their
names, nor virtue enough to prize their liberties,
nor manhood enough to use their opportunities.
These are the people who desecrate our Sabbaths,
who corrupt our elections, who misrule our cities,
who foment our strikes, who appeal to bludgeons,
‘the torch, dynamite, social and political revolution.”
And notwithstanding the truth of the above, still
here remains that invinecible ““She’s nothing but

& womean.’’

4



WOMEN DON'T WANT TO VOTE.

When Keely was about to establish his institute
for the cure of inebriates, suppose that people
had said to him :*‘I am opposed to it, because drunk-
ards don’t want to de cured.”” Suppose some one
objects to foreign missions because ‘‘the heathen
dont want to be saved.”” 'The Negro received the
ballot because it was right and not because he asked
for it, or wanted it.

If Feelix steals a horse, and the owner of the horse
neither prosecutes him nor demands the horse back,
it neither gives him the ownership nor makes the
theft right. Not demanding our rights is no reason
for others with-holding them from us. The Negroes
did not always dare to make known their desires and
requests to their masters, nor to any one else. White
slaves often keep their mouths closed for the same
reason. What good would it do for women to open
their mouths about their rights in many instances?
Simply to be hooted at for wanting to meddle with
men’s business, and be told their place is at home,
caring for the children, and not at the polls voting or
electioneering.

During the Crusades in Ohio, many cowardly men
wanted to know why the wives and daughters of the
drunkards were not among the Crusaders. If they
were not satisfied, why not show their dissatisfaction
by.being among those fanatical women parading the
streets and praying in the saloons?



SR

1 Sawe




58 FEMALE FILOSOFY.

Mother Stewart gives the reason for their absence,
in her ‘“‘History of the Crusades.” She says they
were on the street one day in an Ohio town, and a
drunkard went reeling by, and one of the women
remarked to him that k:s wife ought to be with them.
He replied: “If she were I’d kill her.”” And here
is the secret, why so many women suffer secretly and
silently, and seldom complain of their lots, or de-
mand their rights. It is the domineering disposition
of men that has kept women from demanding their
rights. Give them a chance and see if they don’t
want to vote. Two men were debating the woman
suffrage question in an Ohio town, before a large
audience. The one opposed to it said the women
did not want to vote. His opponent in his next
speech said he could prove that the women wanted
to vote, and if there were no objections he would do
it right there. He was told to proeeed. He then
said: ¢“All the women in the house who would vote if
they could, please stand up.”” All the women in the
audience immediately stood up, and the opposer’s
wife was among them.

Many people think the strongest reason for refus-
ing women the ballot is ‘‘they don’t want to vote.”’
““The Christian Work’’ says: ‘“What the majority
do not want the totality should not have.”” Such
logic put in force would hinder and prevent all re-
forms. The Law from Mt. Sinai was too previous,

“for the Jews were worshipping a golden calf at the
time and did not want a law opposed to such.
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In 1890 the people of South Dakota votedon two
important amendments to their State Constitution.
The first was to enfranchise the women; the second
was to enfranchise the Sioux Indians. Woman sut-
frage was overwhelmingly defeated. Sioux suifra.ge
was carried by the votesof the American, German,
Norwegian, Swede, Dane and Hungarian. And these
Indians neither asked for the ballot nor aspired to
citizenship. Hundreds of them asked for ratlons,
and on being denied, before midwinter were in arms
against the government that thrust citizenship upon
them, which rebellion cost the State no small amount
of money and bloodshed.

Every year thousands of young men depomt their
first ballot and no one ever thinks of asking them if
they want to vote. And why ask a woman? Why
make ‘‘wanting to vote’’ a condition of voting in one
case and not in the other? _

Not one woman in a thousand cares to enter the
profession of Law, Medicine or the Ministry, but we
insist that these professions be open to those who
do want to enter, on the same terms as to men.

Society may impose restrictions and adopt regula-
tions under which each individual may practice law
or medicine, or vote, but they should apply to all.
But for society to say that no Jew shall hold office
because he isa Jew, that no German shall practice
medicine because he is a German, no Negro shall
preach because heis a negro, and no woman shall vote
because she is a woman, is the basest of tyranny,
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Christ came too soon, for He was not wanted by
the majority, and by but few of the totality. = It
was wrong to begin to preach the gospel at Jerusalem
where Christ was not wanted. Luther must giveé up
the Reformation, the Slums must remain as they are,
the Whiskey traffic, the Sunday newspaper, and ev-
ery form of sin and iniquity are to be let alone be-
cause the majority want them. ¢‘Don’t want it’’
is not a good reason in itself for refusing to grant
& thing. It is no reason at all. -Men do not lock
stables and fence fields because they know people
will not steal and cows will not eat corn, but because
they fear they will. ¢ Et tu, Brute.”

Men would not for one moment listen to such an
argument against themselves.

« By the census report there are 466,960 males of
voting age in Chicago, and 286,711, or more than
one half of them did not vote, and were not register-
ed. Should not these non-voters be disfranchised?
Yea verly, and the 280,249 who are registered and do
vote should be disfranchised also as a punishment to
them because the others do not vote. Such is the
logic of those who would with-hold the ballot from
some women because others do not want to vote.

But on the other hand, if one man or woman wants
to exercise the right to vote, what earthly reason is
-there for denying it because other men and women
do not wish to exercise it? If I desire te breathe
the pure air of heaven, shall I be deprived of it be-
cause others prefer the stale atmosphere of indoors?
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Women being citizens, are clearly entitled to the bal-
lot, and no State has a constitutional right to exclude
any citizen from voting because of sex.

According to our laws and customs, men only are
citizens. And a woman is never a man unless she
commits crime, disobeyslaw or owns property, And
in the last case she is only half a man—the tax-pay-
ing half. Men make themselves self-appointed rep-
resentatives to see that she is not deprived of the
tax-paying privilege, just because ’’She’s nothing
but & womaa.” . '

Judge ¥azrar upholds the authority of the National
government to maintain the republicanism of the
States in the following strong language: ‘‘When
Congress undertakes to prescribe a republican gov-
ernment to the States, and of course, to determine
what is such a government, they will be as likely to
decide what kind and what portion of the people
shall participate in the suffrage, and under what
regulations and restrictions, as they will be to decide
what part of the government officers shall be chosen
by popular election(page 152).

It is the duty of Congress to see that no aristocra-
¢y, oligarchy, or privileged class is allowed to usurp
the rights of the people, or disfranchise any portion,
much less one-half, or a majority of their own cit-
izens.”

In the Constitutional Convention at Albany N. Y.,
a statement was presented from the women suffra-
gists showing that out of the $2,400,000,000 of as--
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sesséd property in the state outside of New York
oity, the women paid taxes on over $300,000,000.
The number of women taxed is 144,000.

. Women in the State of Kansas control property
assessed at $88,000,000, thus giving to the state and
county nearly $3,000,000; and state alone, $350,000.
' Now'if our fathers were robbed because they were
taxed by a body in which they were not represented,
our women to-day are robbed simply because they
are taxed by a body in which they are not represent-
ed. And every State plunders from its women a
million dollars every few years.

In the town of Brooklime, Mass., in 1888, one wom-
an, with her trustees, was taxed $10,599.75, yet if
she had ventured to come into a Town-meeting and
offer to speak about any proposed expenditure of
money, or any other matter of business or interest to
the community, she would have been laughed at.
The chairman could do as he pleased about allowing
her to speak. But one thing is sure, she had no vote
and they would vote away her money as it seemed
good to them. :

Her money really did more for the support of the
town than the money of any other wealthy person in
town (not one whit wiser, more generous, or more
public spirited than she,) whose words in a town-
meeting would have been listened to with the utmost
respect; because they are men. She paid more to
gecure good roads, good streetlights, good drains,
good police, and town officers, than thousands of men,
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And yet upon no question of the improvement of
the town could she vote, though abundantly compe-
tent to form a correct judgment on all of them.

The only subject on which she could vote was choos-
ing a school committee. Even on the subject of
schools, she has no vote in determining the amount
proper to be appropriated for educational purposes,
and no power to vote to make school houses healthy.

Some five years ago the Nebraska legislature con-
stituted Thurston county with but two townships,
a lot of prairie grass and a few patches of Indians.
The latter did not pay taxes but the most of them vo-
ted. To start out, the county borrowed $10,000.
Two townships of farmers and three or four mer-
chant land owners in Pendar, were the only tax-
payers. The saloon element got up a scheme for boom-
ing the town by building a new court house. Among
thetax-payers was a widow who was left with six
smallchildren. Like the true American woman of
pluck, she hired two hands and tried to run the little
farm. There was a special election to decide on
bonding the county for $25,000 for a new court house,
in addition to the $10,000 already against them.
That widow could not vote although she paid taxes.
Her hired hands paid no taxes, but both voted.
About 600 non-tax-paying Indians were allowed to
vote. There were about 800 tax-payers in all. The
non-tax-payers about doubled the tax-payers. The
saloon element easily worked up the non-tax-payers
to vote to bond the town 80 as to increase business.
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The next year’s crops failed and the widow could
not pay her hands and the extra high tax they had
voted on her. The farm was sold and a tax-title deed
given to the purchaser. Did not Yankee Bill thrash
English John because he oppressed and required him
to be taxed without being represented? Was it less
tyranny in the Nebraska widow’s case than when it
was a Yankee? But ske was nothing but a woman.

1T IS NOT TRUE,

We have shown the injustice of with-holding
the ballot from women on the ground thatsome
women ‘‘don’t want to vote.”’.. We will now show
the untruthfulness of it.

At the first election when the women voted in
Ohio three women cast ballots for every four men.
In Colorado the registry showed that the first ballots
of the women were about equal to those of the men
at the same election. . In Denver the female vote was
55 per cent. of the whole.

After 25 years of experience in Massachusetts the
percentage-of the women voting was greater than
that of the men.

The Mt, Pleasant, (Ia.) Free Press says: ¢‘Al-
most 400 signatures were obtained to a petition for
woman suffrage in our city between Monday noon
and Tuesday evening. Three out of every four per-
jons seen signed the petition gladly.”

Of the first registration in Connecticut, Miss
Burrsays: ‘‘The registration of women revealed
the fact, which many of us had suspected, that there
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were many more women who believed in suffrage
who had never let their belief be known, than those
who did let it be known.”’

In New Zealand the first year the women had the
franchise 109,500 women registered to 193,500 men,
or about four women for every seven men registered.

But the women voted at the ratio to men of 4 to
5.5. Those who did not vote were to be struck off
theregistry. (They can apply for registration
again.) The percentage of men deregistered was
27.5 and of women 17.5. This shows that the women
of New Zealand do want to vote.

Five hundred Wellesley girls united in a telegram
of congratulation to the Colorado Woman Suffrage
Association upon the passing of the equal rights
amendment. On a canvass of 622 students, 502 of
them favored suffrage.

Here is an account of thair voting in Kansas after
seven years experience, and when the novelty had
worn off :

*“The female vote in the last election was larger
thanin the one next preceding, and that was larger
than the one which preceded it. The women voted
much more numerously in the last election than they
ever did before. In Kansas City the women voted
three and one-third times as numerously as they did
in 1887, when women were admitted first to the mu-
nicipal elections, and when it was said they went to
the polls in such large numbers because of the nov-
elty of the thing. The women vote of Fort Scott
last year was three and one half times as large as their
first vote., The Emporia and Salina women doubled
their firet voto, Many of our daughters did excels

i)
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lently; butthe Wichita women exeelled them all, for
they voted at the last election seven times as numer-
ously as they did at first.

The woman vote has climbed to a better proportion
of the male vote. It was 42 per cent. of the male
vote in ’87. In 98 it was 70 per cent. At the last
election in Topeka, the. woman vote was to the men
vote a8 4 to 6; in Kansas City it was 4 to 8; in Wich-

ita as twenty-five and one-half to fifty. One year
in Leavenworth 8,600 women voted and 4,000 men—
seven women, you see, voted to every eight men.
In ten of our cities the women vote has exceeded
the men vote. Three cities in the last election put
themselves on record with the women voting more
numerously than the men. Two of these were coun-
ty seats. In one of them, Fredonia, the women vote
stood to the men as three to two; in the other,
Oberlin, five women voted to four men. And
these women voters are among our best women.
The majority of them are women of position. They
are from the churches, the schools, literary societies,
Chautauquas. They are the housekeepers, home
makers, and mothers, and it is always the eminently
respectable women who are in the lead.

We have had no trouble at the polls. The voting
places are entirely decent. It is no worse when
men and women go to the polls together to deposit
ballots than when they go to the postoffice to deposit
" letters.”

Over 640,000 people petitioned the New York con-
stitutional convention to remove the word ¢‘male’?
from the requirements of voters. Over 40,000 W,
C.*T. U, women asked for the same,
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So it does, not look as if women do not want to
vote. Itis wonderful that as many women do want
to vote since politics are so corrupt and disgusting,
and to enter them seems to many as out of place,
because they are not used to such things. And then
there is such a tremendous pressure brought to bear
to hold them in bondage; not only the powers of
earth—laws, customs and constitutions—but the de-
crees of Heaven, the scriptures and religious super-
stitions.

Give a woman half a chance and she will soon
show that she does want to vote, will vote and must
vote, because ‘‘She’s Nothing but a Woman.”’

«“] GUESS I CAN.”

BY MRS. EMMA PLAYTER SEABURY.

She washed the dishes,and made the bed,

And patiently got on her knees to scrub;
In winter she milked the cows in the shed,
In summer bent o’er the steaming tub;
She made the garden, and swept and baked;
And cooked for boarders, and raked the hay,
And never complained that her poor head ached,
Or John was almost always away.
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When they asked her if she would like to vote,
8he eaid with a sigh and a look remots,
‘] have done more work than my old man,
If T have the time, why, I guess I can.”

8he rocked the oradle the while she churned,
She kept the children so clean and neat,
And most of the living her poor hands earned
While John talked politics in the street.
When any were sick, the watch she kept,
She gathered the little ones Sabbath day,
And walked two miles to the church alway.
She mended and sewed while her husband slept,
She taught the children each day a spell;
When they asked if she favored the suffrage plan,
She timidly glanced at her husband—‘‘well,
If John is willing, I guess I can.”

And so she drudged, and she baked and brewed,
And toiled from dawn to the midnight drear.
- John drank, and gossiped, and spat and chewed,
And talked and grumbled of ‘¢‘woman’s sphere.’’
And her children grew into stalwart men,
Brave and helpful, and by her side;

She knew she made them, and once again,
When they ask’d the question, she said with pride
“There’s & hundred-dollar woman sometimes
Yoked to a small ten-dollar man.

I’m sure it isn’t one of tne crimes

To vote againet him, I guess I can,”



“A tlw-wlomap yoked o & small Slo-lnin.



IT 18 UNWOMANLY.

UDGE WAXEM said: ¢‘Itstretches a womean

all out of shape when she begins to reach for the
ballot-box.”” 8o it seems to him. ‘Butit is not
half as hard on her shape as bending over the wash
tub o support a drunken husband, made such by a
bartender to whom %e gave a license to make drunk
and kill.

Men say it is unwomanly for a woman to go to the
polls, butit is womanly for her to go to circuses,
dances and theaters.” The same men who say that
voting would be unwomanly think nothing of accom-
panying the women to such places. And what has
not occurred in all of these places to shock the mod-
esty of men as well as women ? Fights, drunkenness,ﬂ
profanity, vulgarity, and almost every crime in ‘the
catalogue. And yet it would be unwomanly for a

woman to vote. .
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@The whole population , ;'.t::;. bloomers and spectacles.”

At the very mention of voting by women, men’s
minds fill up with the picture of all the women of the
town, precinct or village, getting in men’s clothing,
filling their pockets with whiskey flasks filled to the
brim, calling men and women aside into rooms, cel
lars, alleys, dark nooks and corners, and drinking
and ¢‘setting up” votes. The image contains the
idea that the women will rush out from their homes,
offices and especially their ‘‘dens,” that the whole
female population will be in bloomers and specta-
cles, a great army marching from the nursery and
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kitchen to the polls. That they will vote all day on
Monday and stay up all night and drink whiskey and
whoop and hkoller for their candidate, as his votes
are reported and sing “We’ll not go home till morn-
ing,” and that the “cooler” will be fllled up with
them before morning and the babes will be left at
home half starved, with the men who have to ‘‘stay.
at home and rock cradles and wash dishes;” that
this same thing will occur again on Tuesday and on
Wednesday and every day of the week, and they say
‘It will be unwomanly for women to vote.” We should
say 80, too. Butis it not wnmanly for men to do
the same? It is just as bad for a man to make a fool
or a beast of himself as for 8 woman., We are more
accustomed to the one than to the other, and thr
makes all the difference.

How is it with men? Do they desert their work-
shops, their ploughs and offices, to pass their time
at the polls? Is it a credit toa man to be called a
professional politician? The pursuits of men in the
world, to which they are directed by the natural
aptitude of sex, and to which they must devote their
lives, are a8 foreign from political functions as those
of women. To take an extreme case: there is noth-
ing more incompatible with political duties in cook-
ing and taking care of children than there is in dig-
ging ditches or making shoes, or inany other neces-
sary employment ; while in every superior interest of
society growingout of the family, the stake of women
is not less than men's, and their knowledge is greater.
In England, a woman who owns shares in the East-
India Company may vote. In this country, she may
vote as a stockholder upon a railroad from one end
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of the country to another. But if she sells her
stock and buys a house with the money, she has no
voice in the laying out of the road before her door,
which her house is taxed to keep and pay for. Why,
in the name of good sense, if a responsible human
being may vote upon specific industrial projects,
may she not vote upon the industrial regulations of
the State? There is no more reason that men should
assume to decide participation in politics to be un-
womanly than that women should decide for men
that it is unmanly. It is not our prerogative to keep
women feminine. Nature is quite as wise as we.
Whatever their sex incapacitates women from doing,
they will not do. Whatever duty is consistent wit
their sex and their relation to society, they will
properly demand to do until they are permitted.

The ballot confers power on those who are en-
dowed with it, and power always commands respect.
To be weak is to be miserable, and the enfranchised
woman will be more respected than ever before. A
gentleman is always courteous, and a boor is always
& boor, and from gentlemen, women of any condition
have nothing to fear.

In Colorado, “house-wifery” is on an equality
with ‘“husbandry.” When the wife of ex Governor
Rout stepped up to the front rank to register as &
voter under the new equal suffrage law recently, and
was asked her occupation, she replied, ¢‘House-wife.”
And hundreds of women who had felt some embar-
rassment on this point took courage.

Not long since there was quite a discussion in the
Montreal papers as to whether it was right ¢‘for a
woman to enter into business or not.”’ It was claimed

to be ‘‘not a woman’s place.’” Thewomen ought to
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stay at home. And oh, what a pathetic picture one
man drew of all the poor men at home darning
stockings, washing dishes, nursing babies, etc.,
while the females of the town ran the business down
street,

One of the foolish objections against equal suf-
frage is, ““A woman can’t doanything that a man
can’t do better.”” Well if they can change places
with advantage to both, let them do it.

Women are wage-earners, and ought to have an
equal opportunity and advantage with men to earn
an honest living.

Every girl should not aim at entering public life.
But every girl should have some means of earning a
livelihood if circumstances should call her to do so.
The majority of the women will be crowned queens
of that mighty empire, the home; but all women do
notmarry. If Barcusis not willing Peggotty being
anxious avails nothing. The old adage ‘‘Every
dog has his day”’ is not true, for there are more
dogs than days. So every woman could not get
married if she wanted to, for many reasons. The
first one is, there are not enough men to go around.
The rest are all equally as good.

A little boy said,*“When God made Adam he looked
at him and said, ‘Well I think I can dobetter than
that,” so he made Eve, and he was 8o pleased that he
has been making more Eves than Adams ever since.”

Now, what are these surplus women to do to earn

a livelihood? Stay at home with their fathers?
Fathers do not live forever down here. Well, let
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them go to their brothers, But brothers have a fac-
ulty for taking care of somebody else s sister. No.
A great majority of these women have to fight their
own way throughlife, and many of them have to do
it barehanded and alone, with no weapon of educa-
tion or money to help in the battle, but only the thin
wand of their own wills to carry them on to victory.
Let them go into the stores, or learn bookkeeping or
type-writing. Yes, many of them do, and are paid
about half as much as themale clerks for doing the
same amount of work. But I believe that this la-
mentable state of affairs will soon cease to exist, and
that women will occupy the place that God origi-
nally intended them to fill.

We believe that only a few choice spirits are
really called to any profession, and some lawyers
would have more success in mending the holes in
their client’s shoes than in patching up their quar-
rels.

We have heard it said time and again that a wo-
man who enters public life unsexes herself. Oh, if
we could - but recognize the Christian doctrine of
equality: ‘‘There is neither Jew nor Greek, there
is neither bond nor free, there is neither male nor
female.”” Faith, hope, love, morality, art, litera-
ture, learning, these have no sex. Whatever is
right in this world issexless in the sense that it be-
longs to everybody alike- to man and to woman.
Does a woman degrade herself when she enters the
medical profession? Does she blunt her finer sensi-
bilities as she studies the touch of Deity in the
wonderful construction of the human body? Is any-
thing degrading that lends a helping hand to suffer-
ing humanity? Right herein our midst are women
longing and waiting for the help that such women
could afford, while from across the seas comes a great
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wail of sick and dying women who are denied the
help which doctors might afford if they were allowed
to see them. Who can say how much good might
be done, and distress relieved, if some women conse-
crated their lives to this grand work?

If a woman be truly called to enter any calling or
profession, there is nothing in God’s Word, or His
Church, or her own nature, in the true interests of
society, to hinder her from exercising in that calling
or profession the gifts God hasgiven her. But there
is much in history, much in her own nature, much
in the community, much in the approbatiou of God
to inspire her to go forward, bearing with humility
and patience the scoffs and sneers of her opposers,
and do with her might and power the work given her,
and some day many will arise and call her blessed.---
L.E.H., in The Christian Guardian.

DANGEROUS INTIMACY BETWEEN THE SEXES,

Some onesays men will lose all respect for wo-
men by them meeting at the polls; by mingling
in public affairs women will lose that delicacy that
gives them both grace and influence. Are womanly
qualities God’s gift, or are they the result of acci-
dent or education? If God endows women with grace,
genius and refinement, influence, tenderness and
moral purity, is it probable that the exercise of large
public duty will efface all these natural marks of
her original constitution?

In an oriental country, a physician can only pre-
scribe for a woman by feeling the pulse in an arm
thrust from behind a curtain. Here we have a close
intimacy between the physician and his patients,
the preacher and his parishioners, the school super-
jntendent and his teachers, the merchant and his
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‘book-keepers, the manufacturer and his employees,
and yet they do not lose respect for each other.
And certainly intimacy of the sexes at the polls
would be no worse than these things mentioned.

And if we really prefer Turkish institutions, let
us either go where they prevail, or adopt them.
But if the American system is the best, let us make it
consistent with itself.

It is not the prerogative of men to keep women
womanly. Certainly they can be trusted to defend
the delicacy of their own sex.

We shall know what is womanly only when women
have the same equality of development, and the same
liberty of choice as men.

Mrs. M. H. Boardman, of Nevada, writes:

Dear Sisters:—Aim for the ballot. That is the
key to thegituation. Never falter., When a friend
or an apologist of drunkenness and debauchery and
vice whispers in your ear, ‘‘how unwomanly you
are,” never flinch. God has planted in the heart of
woman the seeds of all pure womanly feeling, and
no rihn can uproot their growth by sneer.

Ahd, my sister, let us turn to ourselves. Let us
consider that there is not even a shade of truth in this
unending charge of unwomanliness and attempting
to get out of our sphere. Let us measure ourselves
by the most orthodox standard of conservative
womanhood.

Here Istand to-day-- the mother of eight children ;
my life given up unreservedly and untiringly to
their rearing. Fourteen years a resident of this
town, my face is scarcely known upon your streets.
A Pharisee of Pharisees, touching the law of wifely
and motherly duty—I can say in the language of
Mrs. Browning;
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¢‘No fly-blow goesip ever specked my life:
My name is clean and open as this hand,
Whose glove there’s not a man dares blab about,
Asif he had touched it freely.”

And yet I am met by a hiss and that word ‘‘un-
womanly’’ if I wish to lay my hand upon the ma-
chinery which produces the laws to so greatan ex-
tent that make or mar the children I mustrear. Is
then this well-earned crown of true womanhood so
light a bauble that a breath can whirl it from the
brow into the dust? I trow not.

If the men of the state plant a saloon upon every
street-corner to lure our children to destruction, are
we to be counted unwomanly that we desire to have
a haud in outlawing that hideous traffic which is
alive at the behest of Satan that he may make of the
innocent children that to-day play about our doors,
the murderers, the thieves, the prostitutes, the
lunatics, and the suicides of to-morrow? That traf-
fic is Satan’s most powerful device for taking the
pure crystalline souls of the children of whom the
Master said, ‘‘Of such is the Kingdom of Heaven,”’
and making them lurid and opaque and fit only to
be hurled into those realms of Plutonian night and
eternal sorrow. Is that a fate that it is wom-
anly to quietly endure for our children? Isthata
fate that it is unwomanly to attempt to avert? God
forbid. If my little child creeps into the garden,
and I see a deadly serpent coiled to spring upon it,
am ] unwomanly if I seize a bludgeon and slay that
reptile? Would you tell me that after that rough
deed my hand will never again be gentle to caress
my child?

But a deadly serpent is far less to be feared than
this other evil. “I will forewarn you whom ye shall
fear,”’ said the Blessed Master, ‘‘Fear him which,
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after he hath killed, hath power to cast into hell;
yeal say unto you, Fear him.”

And yet we are told in a strait like this, ¢‘Oh, go
back. Take your needle and do fancy work—the
needle is the peculiar insignia of woman’s true
sphere. Don’t think; leave that for the sterner sex.
Make your home so beautiful that your boys will
stay there in preference to any other place, and
don’t, above all things, try to dabble in the filthy
pool of politics

Now that sounds nice Satan was always plausi-
ble. Then while you are embroidering and painting
your china and making wall banners and screens
and flattering yourself that you are sweet and wo-
manly,Satan steps around the corner there and ke
builds a palace, and fills it with superbhangings and
glittering mirrors and rplendid, sensual pictures and
brilliant lights, and into flashing crystal he pours
the seductive beverage that steals away the brain
and the principle, and fits his victim for deeds of
shame and pollution.

1t is all right to make your home as beautiful as
you can, but itis right too to think and work for
the coming of the Lord; to use your influence to
raise the standard of purity in this nation, "and to
set your face against the feeling which prompts the
enduring of thisawful trade insouls. This oughtest
thou todo and not to leave the other undone.

You cannotalways hold your child in your arms
— always keep him within the walls of home, howev.
er beautiful it may be. Some day, before long, he
will walk down street there, and he will take in all
the sights. He will notice that the men who have
called at his home are entering a splendid room there
on the corner—honorable men whom you greet in
passing. )
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* His father says ‘‘Stand here a minute sonny, till
I come out,’’ and the child sees through the door as
it opens and shuts how beautiful it looks in there,
and he hears the click of glasses and the laugh and
the jest, and when his father comes out and leads
him away, he answers his questions by ‘‘Oh, you
are not old enough to go in there,”” and that makes
the child curious, and when he is older he goes in,
and he finds out all about it, and he thinks home is
dull. And if, after awhile, you get frightened
and tell your boy that the saloon is the open
door of hell, he doubts you, and before you
know it, O God! your boy is gone. And you have
been so womanly all the time and have not lifted a
finger to oppose it. Bah! I sicken of such woman-
liness as that.

Now who destroyed that boy? First of all, the
Iaw-makers, who fostered this hellish business and
licensed it and protected it, and no woman’s love or
thought was invoked to save her child. O sisters,
lift up your eyesand behold! the fields are already
white to the harvest. Youneed a sickle. Use all
your woman’s arts and arguments to gain possession
of one, so that at that great day you may come re-
joicing and bringing your sheaves with you.

Do your utmost to make this world a cleaner, safer
place for your children to live in, and never, never
doubt that your own woman’s heart knows what is
womanly work better than any man or any fiend
alive can tell. Never, never let the absurd heresy
enter your brain that it is more womanly to dance
and dress and play and flirt than to do the world’s
work. Relegate from henceforth that pernicious
doctrine to those precincts which are at once the
exponent of its value and the natural outcome of
its. acceptance—the harems of the Orient and the
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brothels of the Occident. Just now the world is
convulsed by the horrible infamies exposed by the
Pall Mall Qazette, infamies which are rife, too, in
our own land. Sister, without liquor, manhood
could never become debased. Those horrid, crawl-
ing things, that slimy brood of infamies, are all
hatched and nurtured by the traffic we oppose.
Now we will be told, ¢Oh! don’t mention such
things—really, now, women ought not to know
about them —women ought never read about them.”’
You have all heard thatkind of drivel, and you
have all seen the look of mock-modesty creep into
some foolish woman’s face as she simperingly said:
¢“Oh! I never do; I won’teven open the papers.”
Shame! shame! when her whole woman’s soul should
burn with indignation against this awful business of
making offal of the daughters of the land, and de-
sire to save the innocent ones. Queen Victoria, the
model ruler, the chaste wife, the faithful mother,
the noble daughter of a kingly line is not ashamed
to put herself on record against these crimnes before
the world, and her written words borne through the
streets of London, add yet another to the long list of
virtuous. examples. Right here again a woman’s
hand is needed in law-making. No mother, with
true motherly heart, but would rather see her tender
little daughter drawn and quartered in the street
before her eyes, that so her pure soul might escape
from her tortured body to rise unstained to God;
far rather would she accept this fate for her daugh-
ter than that other fate of inexpressible pollution,
the author of which - by the laws welive under—is
held as committing no crime, no oftense.

Listen to me, dear sisters, ponder what I say.
Your little daughter—almost a baby yet—whose
twelfth birthday you celebrated just yesterday—




FEMALE FILOSOFY. 85

. whose trusting, confiding sweetness is the delight
of your heart—is to-day the lawful prey of any vil-
lain who may entrap her. He will walk your streets
unwhipped of justice. Wake up! Rouseye! Why
will ye sleep! The world needs you—your children
need you. This demon of Intemperance leading
by the hand the demon of Sensuality is stalking
through the land blighting the bud of every pure
affection, and substituting therefore impurity and
all things abhorent. Let us remember those words
of awful significance, ‘“Ye are the temple of God.
If any man defile the temple of God him shall God
destroy.’’ Let us teach them to our children, and
teach them that wheninto this temple is introduced
the fiend of Intemperance all things pure and holy
flee apace, and quickly swarm in dark shapes of evil
and sensuality and brutality, till no besom can be
found strong enough to sweep it clean again.

Politics is no filthy pool. It israther the burning
bush, and the voice comes from it, ¢‘Take off thy shoes
from off thy feet, for the place whereon thou stand-
est is holy ground.” 8o should be approached the
place of the law-maker—the place where God once
deigned to stand. But when men wallow in a filthy
pool instead of being obedient to the heavenly vision,
then come laws worthy of the pool---laws licensing
crime and degradation - laws which give the inno-
cent a prey to the crafty—laws which oppress the
widow and the fatherless - laws which are a delusion
and a snare.

‘When the hundreds of thousands of Christian wo-
men of America shall arice from their knees and go
forth to vote as they pray, think you the home will
be forgotten? Think you the saloon will long live to
menace the home? Think you the little daughters
will be forgotten? Think you the house of her
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¢whose steps take hold on hell’’ will be allowed in
close proximity to our homes and places of business,
and that ske will hail our young sons on our pubhc,
frequented thoroughfares, and flaunt the insignia of
her shame in the eyes of our young daughters? Nay,
verily.

Under the fostering care of our present law-
makers, the saloons have multiplied till the drink
bill of this nation foots up each year fifteen hundred
millions of dollars.

Just think of it. Try to comprehend it if you
can. Fifteen hundred millions of dollars worse than
wasted. Then try to think how the blessed millen-
nium would be hastened on if, instead of that vast
sum being spent in the destruction of all that is best
in humanity, it were turned to its elevation —
turned to the Christianizing and educating of the
children —to the spread of religion and art and sci-
ence. How clean and safe and beautiful our cities
would become. How colleges would multiply and
fill. How empty the jails would be. How few sui-
cides would occur. How crime would creep and
slink into by-ways instead of unblushingly pushing
itself into the chief places of the land. Imagine it!
and all these results will follow the destruction of
the liquor traflic as surely as the day follows the sun-
rising. It is a great work. It will taketime. But
only faith in God, linked to earnest, enlightened en-
deavor are needed. . . . .

In 1891, Florence Huntley wrote a symposium for
a N. Y. paper, from the answers of fifty members of

Congress. Col. W. P. C. Breckenridge declared
himself unalterably opposed to woman suffrage be-
cause ‘‘it would affect the present relations between
husband and wife.”



ITIS BEYOND HER SPHERE.

g;;; HAT is woman’s sphere? The world ig
her sphere. There is scarcely any place

she has not hazarded her life in going when she
could do good. She has gone to the heathen to
teach them of Christ, she has gone to the savage
to tame him so that men could preach to him and
then kill him with rum ; she has gone to the igno-
rant negro to educate him for citizenship; she has
gone to every evil place we can imagine to try to
bring back and reform her own and others’ hus-
bands; she has gone to the slums to elevate the de-
graded ; she has gone to the courts, jails and prisons,
(not for the reason that men go there;) she has
gone to the legislative halls to plead for decent and
just measures, that corrupt men were opposed to,
and to protest against those they favored. And not-
withstanding all this, not much of a howl has gone
up because she was beyond her sphere. No man
will say she is beyond her sphere when she is doing
low, dirty, unpleasant and offensive work of reform
that he will not stoop to do himself. Is there any-
thing beyong her sphere? Are her meals more
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poorly gotton up, and do the victuals have less fla-
vor because she has done the above named things?
Is she more untidy in her dress, more negligent
about her house-work? Are the beds not as well
made, the sweeping, patching, sewing, and milking
as well done ; does she not split as much kindling,
carry as much wood and coal and water, feed the
cows, calves, pigs and chickens as well; does she
not go to market, attend church, Sabbath school
and prayer meeting, and do many other thingsmen
are too sickly and weakly and lazy to do; and is she
not as good company, and does she not care for his
children as well where, and since she has been vot-
ing as before she enjoyed that privilege? Feelix is
asking for information. ,

The cities and towns of the following states may
answer: Arizona, Colorado, Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota,
Missouri, Mississippi, Montana, Nebraska, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, North Dakota, New York,
Ohio, Oregon, South Dakota, Texas, Vermont,
Washington, Wisconsin and Wyoming.

Feelix believes that his wife will be just as faith-
ful to her duties and devotions when she gets to vote
as she hasalways been, and he does not fear he will
have to rock the cradle and keep the children more
then, than now, Neither does he fear her becoming
less intelligent or entertaining or companionable, or
less capable of taking care of his children.
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Saying ‘It is beyond her sphere is only an excuse
for excluding a disfranchised class.

Bancroft says "that the original charter of Del-
aware put the government into the hands of a royal
council, on the ground that ‘‘politics lie beyond the
profession of merchants.”” So the merchants who
came out with Sir Edward Andros to take away the
liberties of the New England Colonies, wrote back
in great contempt: ‘It is pleasant to behold poor
cobblers and pitiful mechanics, who have neither
house nor land, strutting and making no mean fig-
ure at their elections.”” Now, the merchants and
mechanics haye the ballot and it is only women
agamst whom the same old objection is brought up!

¢“When men gravely assemble to assert their rights
and their claims to what they feel to be justly theirs
—to the widest pbrsonal liberty, to the amplest ed-
ucation, to the pursuit of every honorable profes-
sion, to an equal share in the political control of
society,—to do, in fact, whatever God has given
them the will and the power innocently to do,—can
you conceive.of anything more comical than a sudden
protest from wothen that they are forgetting their
sphere dese!‘tln.g the duties which Providence has
assigned them — and becoming unmanly and vulgar?
There is something quite as comical, and that is
men saying it to'women. It is not the business of
either sex to theorize about the sphere of the other.
It is the duty:of “each to secure the liberty of both.
Give women; for'instance, every opportunity of edu-
cation that men have. If there are some branches
of knowledge improper for them to acquire - some
which are in their nature unwomanly—they will
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know it & thousand-fold better than men. It isnot
the duty of men to keep women ignorant, that they
may eontinue to be women. Butthey have.as much
right to restrict their liberty of chmce in education,
as in any other direction.

" The woman’s ‘Tights movement is the simple claim
that thesame opportunity and. liberty that a man
has in civilized society shall be extended to the wo-
man who stands at his side --equal or unequal in

special powers, but an equal member of society.

She must prove her power as he proves his. When
Rosa Bonheur paints a vigorous and admirable pic-
‘ture of Normandy horses, she proves that she has a
‘hundred-fold more right to do it than scores of
botchers and bunglers in color, who wear coats- and
trousers, and whose right, therefore nobody ues-
tions. When the Misses Blackwell, or Miss Zackr-
‘zewska, or Miss Hunt, or Miss Preston or Miss
“Avery, accompllshmg themselves in medlcme with
a Tirm hand and a clear brain, carry the balm of life
16 siffering men, women and chlldren it is as much
‘their right to do it as much their sphere -a8 it is
that of any long-haired, sallow, dissipated ‘boy in
spectacles, who hisses them as they go upon their
holy mission. 'And so when Joan of Arc follows
God and leads the army; when the Maid of Sara-
‘gossa loads and fires the cannon; when Mrs. Stowe
makes her pen the heaven-appealing tongue of an
outtaged race; when Grace Darling and Ida Lewis,
pulling their boats through the pitiless waves, save
fellow-creatures from drowning; when Mrs. Patten,
the captain’s wife, at sea—her husband lying help-
lessly ill in his ecabin— puts everybody aside, and her-
‘self steers the ship to port. Do you ask me whether
_these are not exceptional women? I am a man and
‘you are women ; but Florence Nightingale, demand-
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ing supplies for the sick soldiers in the Crimea and
wher they are delayed by red tape, ordering a file of
soldiers to break down the .doors and bring them,
which they do- for the brave love bravery- seems to
me quite as womanly as the loveliest girl in the land
dancing at the gayest ball, in a dress of which the
embroidery is the pmched lines of starvation in an:
other girl’s face, and-whose pearls are the tears of
despair in her eyes. Jennie Lind, enchanting the
heart of a nation; Anna Dickinson, pleading for the
equal liberty of her sex; ; Lucretia Mott, publicly
bearing her testimony against the sin of slavery,
are doing what God, by his great gift of eloquence
and song has appointed them to do.”’— Selected.

It is further objected:  ¢‘If women were to vote,
then, of course, she would be eligible to public of-
fices.”” Well, why not? In every respect in which
woman is known to have gifts of administration,
why ought she not to exercise them? When a farm-
er djes, if the wife has executive power, she carries
on the farm; when a merchant dies, if the wife has
tact, she carries on the business; if an'editor dies, if
the wife is enterprising and able, she carries on the
newspaper; if a schoolmaster dies, and the wife is
competent, she carries on the school or academy,
and nobody supposes:but that it is perfectly right.
All through society, in a sort of unasserting way,
woman goes out of what is considered her sphere,
and nobody thinks it is wrong. And so it
should be recognized as her right to engage in
everything for which she is fitted, public affairs
not excepted. No woman could be “elected
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to the office of a Justice of the Peace unless there
was a géneral conviction that she had peculiar gifts
foriteduties. The matter is surrounded with such
safeguards of popular prejudice that no woman will
be called to any office unless it is very apparent that
ghe has a fitness for it. Wherever there are gifts,
there should be liberty of exercise. Faculty always
demands function. Every human being has a nat-
ural riglt to do whatever he or she can do well.”
Vandélia Varnum says: = ‘I confess I do not
know what her sphere is, and more than that I do
not want to know, I know that the majority love
first and last and best of all the home. No power .
on earth nor beneath the carth could wrench that
love from them or make them false toit. I kmow
thetre are some that fail there, not from outward con-
ditions but from inward conditions. he woman
that knows nothing of love, that over-powering, all-
conquerlng, relf-sacrificing passion, may marry, but
I know she never ought to. The woman that does
not realize the sacrednessof motherhood, that can
not comprehend those precious gifts from heaven,
and is not willing to do all and suffer all, and for-
sake all for their sake she may bear children, but
1 know she never ought to. Tell me that such are
to minister to man, to make and brighten homes and
people the earth, andI know when you tell me so
that you have no comprehension of these holy duties.
Mark me, such are not spoiled by environments, they
are.simply unfitted by nature. There is a place for
them elsewhere, and the world should not make it
harder for them to enter where their tastes lead,
than for man. The idea that the bars must be put
up to keep woman in her ‘‘sphere’ is too absurd.
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As well bar the heavens to keep the mother bird on
her nest. :

And then there are those in every way fitted for
the home, whom the Lord has led to a wider field of
service. No doubt that Methodist Bishop who
wanted to marry Miss Willard thought her ideal
place was at his fireside, but there are few who do not
believe that another work was intended for her from
the beginning, and that the world has been greatly
enriched by her devotion to it. In thatshe and oth-
ers have these home yearnings and attributes lies
their power as teachers and leaders of the world.
He, who would lift the world, must touch in sym-
pathy every side of it.

So, Isay, Ido not want to know what woman's
“gsphere’” is, for fear,if I did,I might do as some
others try to do, clip and trim her to fit their own
notions. A king it is said, once thought he would
give every man in his dominion a suit of clothes.
Twenty ordered them all made after one pattern.
Some were found to be too long and some too short,
some too slack and some too tight, and in each
case he ordered the individual to be clipped or
stretched, inflated or squeezed, according to the
needs of the case. That is what some are trying to
do with woman. As for me, I am willing to trust
the Lord in making her, and trust her common sense
after she is made.

It is ticklish business going back and behind com-
mon sense in dealing with any question, but those
that look back, instead of forward, that counsel
with custom instead of reason, with tradition in-
stead of God, are likely to get in some difficult
places. For instance I ask a person, why a woman
should sing in public and not speak, why should she
recite the thougths of others and not her own
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thoughts;and he can not answer me, and no one can.
T usk another why she should perform in the theater
. half clad, and not, in suitable attire, speak to the
people on the questions of the day; why she should
sit it public exhibition, in the theatre box in scaht
dress, and not in modest dress pass quietly to the
ballot-box to voice her convictions of right; and he
" can not tell me, and no one can. I ask another why
women should be worked and pushed and promoted
. toeverything in the church and not allowed to rep-
"resent the church at her gatherings; why she should
teach and pray and exhort with or without a text
and give Bible readings, and not be allowed to
. preach; and he can not tell me, and no one can.
" 'Sick, sick, sick of this idjocy over ‘“woman’s
" sphere.” Give man his freedom, give woman her
. freedom, and they will both find their sphere, but
" let no one think to escape God's wrath when he says
‘to a single soul, ‘Thus far and no farther.” >
““They talk about a woman's sphere,
As though it had no limit;
‘There's not a place in earth or heaven,
There's not a task to mankind given,
There's not a blessing or a woe,
There’s not a whisper, yes or no,
There's nota life or death or birth
That has a feather’s weight of worth,.
Without a woman in it.”—Selected.



THE POLLS NOT A FIT PLACE FOR WOMEN.

s; g; HAT.'Iilacé is dééent“w‘here women is ex-
7 s cluded?.XIf woman’s presence and influence

’

were wftbdrawn from men they would soon be below
the beast.

The difference. between!d;Le smokmg car and the
ladies car on thetrain gives a good example .of the
difference between the ‘polls with women excluded
and the polls with-women included.

Are mnot some of .our churches unfit for women,
with their floors covered with tobacco quids, and
juice squirted around and on everything? Surely men
love darkness rather than light, because thelr deeds
are evil. -

Some one asked the editor of ““The Comer Stone”
if chewing tobacco and squirting the juice around
was a good example fora preacher to set hefore
young people? The answer was: My pen is not
sufficient for this, it would take a hog-pen.” vSlml-
larity‘is easily seen in the suggestion. What kind
of places for women are our country stores, with vile
smoke and spit? Yet, how many men do then' wives
marketing because . the store is an unfit place for
women, or go to church in their wives’ place because
of the unfitness of the place for women? If these
condltlons exlst in spite of woman’s presence and
uplifting influence, what would be the conditions’ if
women were excluded? If these things are done in
a green tree, what would they do in the dry?
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There is nothing that will clean up our voting
places so quickly and make them fit places. for men
as well as women,as to give the ballot to women. When
the women of Massachusetts secured the right to
vote, the legislature, almost unanimously, immedi-
ately prohibited smoking and drinking at all the
voting places. The women of New York say they
were treated at the polls more like when the boys
used to take them to the country dances than ever in
their lives since the days of ‘‘Auld Lang Syne.”

The women got an extra coach put on the trains
for drinkers, smokers and swearers, and other men
not fit for their company, when they demanded it.
What kind of places would our Post Offices be if
Uncle Sam did not prohibit wvulgar and foul lan-
guage, smoking and swearing?

And so if you give women the ballot and the right
to be present at the polls, you will have no more
indecent polling places, boisterous, vulgar and pro-
fane conventions, and no more saloon caucuses.

‘We cannot expect to get the saloon out of politics
as long as we get our politics out of the saloons. As
long as the caucuses are held in saloons none but
saloonatics will attend them. Give us decent
places to hold our caucuses and elections, and decent
people will attend. Give the better class the ballot
and that will also secure the better places for pub-
lic meetings and good people will attend, take inter-
est and drive the saloon and its influence out of
polisics. '

F
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Ex-Chief justice Fisher, of Wyoming, where the
women have voted since 1869, says: ‘I wishI
could show the people who are so wonderfully exer-
cised on the subject of woman suffrage, just how it
works. I haveseen the effects of it, and instead of
being a means of encouragement to fraud and cor-
ruption, it tends to greatly purify elections and give
better government.’’

Dr. Gregg says: *‘‘If the present condition of our
politics be such that our women, in doing political
duty, are necessarily in danger of unsexing them-
selves, and of losing their sense of delicacy, then
the duty of the hour is not to prohibit women from

. exercising their political rights; the duty of the
hour is to take out of politics the things which
would unsex and which would destroy the fine sense
of womanly delicacy The very question admits
that women are good and right and pure, but that
politics are wrong and bad and corrupt. The very
quesetion admits that politics need, for their regen-
eration, the very elements which women alone can
contribute. The objection couched in the question
is tantamount to this: ‘Would you bring women
down to the level of men?' This is rough on men.

Who will corrupt our women when they go to the
caucus and to the polls? Will you? Will their
fathers, and their sons, and their brothers be the
guilty parties? These are themen who go to the
polls. Mrs. Gaskell makes one of her girl charac-
ters say: ‘I know these men; my father was a
man.” Will themen whom our women meet in our
churches be the guilty parties? These are the men
who are in the caucus, or, if not there, should be
there. The objection couched in the question is a
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slander upon American manhood, than which there
is no finer type of manhood on the face of the earth.
Besides this, if there were a single miserable mascu-
line biped mean enough or low enough to insult any
woman while in the discharge of her political duties
on election day, there is moral sentiment sufficient
in every polling district of the Republic to put that
man behind the prison-bars instanter *’

A Washington coYrespondent writes to an ex-
change: i ‘

“Iaminfavor of electing at least one dozen women
as members of the House, woman suffrage or no wo-
man suffrage. The place is so foul that to sit for
two hours in its bad-smelling atmosphere completely
prostrates one. The House appoints committee
after committee to look after the ‘ventilation,” and
it results in nothing. What the place needs is a
regular house cleaning, the floor scrubbed, the cel-
lars white-washed, the carpets shaken, the walls
frescoed and the woodwork repainted. If there were
a few women members, they would not be there a
week before they would have the bad-smelling old
place fit tolive in. It is not fit to livein now. Itis
dangerous. And yet, from 1,000 to 8,000 people are
there from six to ten hours every day. Please elect
a few women this fall and have the place cleaned.



A WOMAN’S PLACE IS AT HOME.

S;S; HO says:  so? ‘‘The Wine and Spirit
. ”

Gazette,”” the leading liquor paper, and

other birds of similar plumage, whoare afraid they

~ will lose their fine feathers if the women geta pick
at them.

Here is - what it says: ‘‘If these ambituous wo-
men of to-day would but discharge conscientiously
the duties of mothers and wives, we would have
greater respect for -them.”” ¢“The Corner Stone”
replies: ‘‘Probably they. don’t know that. We
presume they would do a great deal to have the

" trespect’ of a booze editor. Why don’t you adver-
tise: ‘Booze editor’s respect given to mothers and
wives for not interfering with the saloon?’’’

Is it the bar-maid they want to stay athome? Ie

- it the poor, lost girl, selling her soul for shame? 1Is

- it the women who buy and drink whiskey and beer,
or is it the women who do not stay at home and take
in washing to get money for their husbands to spend
over the bar, and to get him from behind the bars?
Is it not the women who are conscientiously dis-
charging their duties as mothers and wives, con-
strained by the .love .of home, thatliquor dealers
want to stay at home, lest they close the bars, empty
the barrels, and compel the bar-tenders and brewers
to make an honest living? “Always do the thing to
which your enemy objects’ is a naxim of war and
will work well when dealing with the Devil, too,




FEMALE FILOSOFY. 101

The Pacific Wine and Spirit Review, says: *“‘The
liquor trade may as well come to the conclusion, soon-
eror later, that a great danger is found in Woman
Suffrage. On general principles, nine out of ten of
the American women are opposed to the saloon as
an institution. The liquor trade need expect no
quarter from the unreasoning women. They must
be beaten by votes.” ’

There is no enemy dreaded so much by liquor-
dealers and saloon-keepers as & woman with the bal-
lot in her hand. Secret circulars sent out by them
intercepted by a temperance leader state this explic-
ity. One of theseis addressed to a ligislator, and
reads to thiseffect: “Set your heel upon the woman
suffrage movement every time, for the ballot in the
hand of women means the downfall of our trade.”

The Brewer’s Convention at.Chicago passed this
resolution by a unanimous vote: ‘‘Resolved, that we
are opposed to woman suffrage everywhere and al-
ways; for when woman has the ballot, she will vote
solid for prohibition, and woman’s vote is the last
hope of the Prohibitionists.”

Christian people might easily be persuaded that
the majority of mothers would vote for the dramshop,
but the Devil and the brewers know better.

The home, measured by men’s minds, has been as-
serted to be woman’s sphere, but she has proven her-
self fit for a larger sphere. And since she has proven
that she is capable of a larger sphere, that sphere is
enlarging,

. The chairman of the congressional committee
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asked Mrs. Stanton whether women would notlose
much of the refining influences that now bless our
race, if political opportunities were thrown open to
her. ‘“What! Loserefining influences because the
field of her opportunity is widened? If that be true,
the Turk is a great deal more logical than the Amer-
ican. There we have the refining influences of the
seraglio, the household sphere. There we find wo-
men preserved, not only from the rude gaze of men,
not only from the degrading commerce of the world,
but even from the kisses of the sun upon her face.
If her sphere be indeed always to stay at home to
look after children, whether she have any children
or not, the customs of our orient al brothers ‘are ad-
mirably calculated to accomplish this result.’

Queen Victoria meets in council and deliberates
with her ministers, and if it be unwomanly and un-
fit for women to vote, certainly no woman should
ever be Queen. ‘‘Nothing buta Woman’’ hasgiven
gome countries the best government they ever had.

The Bar Association of Carlisle, Pa., declined to
admit a young woman to be examined for admission
tothebar. In explaining its action, its representa-
tive publicly said:

«‘Whenever men stay at home, nurse the children,
and do the housework, while the men battle with the
world, it will be time enough for the Carlisle Bar
to modify its rules and admit women to its member-
ship.”

The American Lawyer said: ““Nensense! The "
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Carlisle Bar Association ought to awake from its
Rip Van Winkle sleep, and try to catch up with the
procession.’” The Chicago Legal News quoted the
foregoing, and added: ‘‘Hit them again, for they
deserve it. Women are legally eligible for admis-
sion to the bar in Pennsylvania, and it is childish
for a local Bar Association to set up its own belated
prejudices in opposition to the laws of the State.”’

A few months later Judge Weand handed down an
opinion by which women were made eligible to ad-
mission to the Montgomery county bar.

Sydney Smith said many years ago, in urging the
claims of women to a higher education, ‘“Nothing is
more common or more stupid than to take the actual
for the possible,—to believe that all which ¢z is all
that can be; first, to laugh at every proposed devia-
tion from practice as impossible, then, when it is
carried into effect, to be astonished that it did not
take place before.”’

I say that this movement is a plea for justice, and
I assert that the equal rights of women, not as citi-
zens but as human beings, have never been acknowl-
edged. Thereis no audacity soinsolent, no tyranny
so wanton, no inhumanity so revolting, as the spirit
which says to any human being, or any class of hu-
man beings, ‘You shall be developed just as far as
we choose, and as fast as we choose, and your mental
and moral life shall be subject to our pleasure!” and
as Mrs. Howe has said, this is what men have al-
ways said to women.
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This is true of every condition of society, and of
every period. Edward Lear, the artist, travelling in
Greece, says that he was one day jogging along
with an Albanian peasant, who said to him, ‘Wo-
men are really better than donkeys for carrying bur-
dens, but not so good as mules.” This was the
honest opinion of barbarism—the honest feeling of
Greece to-day.

Pericles said, ‘The greatest glory of woman is to
be least talked of among men.’ Had Pericles lived
to-day, he would have agreed that to be talked of
among men as Miss Martineau and Florence Night-
ingale are, as Mrs. Somerville and Maria Mitchell
are, is as great a glory as to be the mother of the
Graechi, Women in Greece, the mothers of Greeee,
were an inferior and degraded class. And Grote
sums up their whole condition when he says: Ev-
erything which concerned their lives, their happi-
ness,- or their rights, was determined for them by
male relatives, and they seem to have been destitute
of all mental culture and refinement.

These were the old Greeks. Will you have Rome?
The chief monument of Roman civilization isits law,
which underlies our. own; and Buckle quotes the
great commentator on that law as saying that it was
the distinction of the Roman law that it treated
women not as persons but as things. Or go to the
most ancient civilization; to China which was old
when Greece and Rome were young. The famous
French Jesuit missionary, Abbe Huc, mentions one
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of the most tragical facts recorded— that there is in
China a class of women who hold that, if they are
only true to certain vows during this life, they shall,
as a reward, change their form after death and re-
turn to earth as men. This distinguished traveller
also says that he was one day talking with a certain
Master Ting, a very shrewd Chinamen, whom he
was endeavoring to convert. ‘But,” said Ting,’
‘what is the special object of your preaching
Christianity?” ‘Why, to convert you and save your
souls,” said the Abbe. ¢Well, then, why do you
.' try to convert the women? asked Master Ting. ‘To
save their souls,” said the missionary. ‘But wo-
men have no souls,” said Master Ting; ‘you can’t
expect to make Christians of women.” And he
was so delighted with the idea that he went out
shouting, ‘Hi! hi! now I shall go home and tell my
wife she has a soul, and I guess she will laugh as
loudly as Ido!”’ —Selected.
How long will it be before every man will go home
and tell his w1fe she has a pohtlcal soul and both
will laugh loudly together?

WOMEN DON'T KNOW ENOUGH TO VOTE.

: R; g; HAT a pity! We suspect most married

men think atleast one woman knew enough
to vote when he was a ‘‘candidate” and she voted in
favor'of him, and he was elected. A great many
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men are elected by ‘‘nothing but a woman’s’’ vote.
If it took two votes to elect one he would be defeat-
ed, because no two would want the same lord. It
is mnot hard to tell where the compliment is placed
when they say, ‘‘She don’t know enough to vote.”
‘We suspect many more men not yet married (but
would like to be) will think some woman knows
enough to vote, and some may even trust at least a
half-dozen of them. Some men, when they want to
be elected, become standing candidates. Others are
running candidates. In our fast age we must run
in order to get there. Most men will allow some one
woman, at least, a vote at him. Sometimes they
would not object to allowing two or three chances to
the same one, provided the first one fails. Is it not
strange that men allow maidens and widows to vote,
but say women with husbands do not know enough
tovote? How kind they are to assume the duties of
their wives! Has her voting for kim unftted her
for further suffrage? Has that single vote proven
the treachery of her judgment? Was her voting in
favor of him such an abuse of the franchise power
as to justify him from that time on in being opposed
to her exercising the right ever afterwards? We
really think that it is the muchness of the voting,
and not the principle, that men are opposed to,
when they allow it once and then objectafterwards.
The most important voting, and the most of it, is
done by the women all over the country. And the
Beacon says: ‘It seems strange to hear minis.
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ters, who owe their positions in their churches to the
vote of three women to one man, stand up and argue
that the Scriptures are opposed to women voting.
It is safe to say that there are but few churches in
the United States where the preacher is chosen by
popular vote, in which it is not the case that the
preacher owes his position to the women, and usual-
ly owes his salary to their labor. And yet you will
sometimes hear such preachers arguing that the
Scriptures condemn wonan’s ballot.”” Spiritual ad-
visers—Pastors, Elders, Deacons, Stewards, Super-
intendents and other religious officers, which are far
more important than civil officers, and therefore the
responsibility of the voters much greater, are elect-
ed by what some men would term weak minded wo-
men, they voting, on an average, four or five to every
one man. But still men insist they do not know
enough to vote for an officer to go around and assess
dogs, and collect that tax and distribute it.

In many of the States women may vote for school
purposes. She is trusted in this most important
branch of the Government service. She may vote
money for the erection of a school-house, but not for
the building of a court-house or jail. She partici-
pates in the selection and support of teachers for our
children in whose welfare we are so much interested,
but she can not take part in choosing the jailor who
has the custody of criminals. She can discharge the
higher duty, but is disqualified for the lower. Is
not this a distinction without a reason? Does it not
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look like absolute inconsistency? Should we not
Sit down and reason together, to see if deep-rooted
prejudice does not lie at the foundation of the op-
position to female suffrage?

"Mrs. Harriet Beecher Stowe was out in the garden
one day where her servant Sambo was at work. She
said: ‘‘Sambo, we people of the North have done a
great deal for your people.” ‘‘Yes, Mrs. Stowe, you
have done a great deal for us, and we can never be
thankful enough to the white people for it,”’ said
Sambo. ¢‘‘Well, Sambo,”” said Mrs .Stowe, ‘‘Since
we did so much towards getting the ballot for your
people, you ought to use your influence to secure the
ballot for us women.” ¢‘Law me, Mrs. Stowe,”’
said Sambo, looking up at her astonished, ‘‘does you
think you knows enough to vote?”’ ‘

By the last census it appears that 89 per cent. of
our females could read and write, while a large pro-
portion of the men who vote can not read the ballot
they cast. .

It is probable that the mass of women, having
more home leisure, as a rule, than the mass of men,
who are occupied in their daily employments, are
better able toinform themselves on current questions
of the day. Women read more than men. The
libraries show this to be so,and every newsdealer
and periodical publisher knows it. .

A noted paper reports that the College girls o*®
Canada cannot be stigmatized as mentally inferior
to their mothers, MecGill College, Montreal, which
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is co-educational, has just afforded an excellent

test. Out of eleven persons graduating with honors, -

six are women ; out of five medalists, three are wo-
men. A college statistician in going over the figures,
discovered that, in proportion to their numbers, the
women had done three times as well as the men.

Secretary of the New York State University re-
ports 28,556 girls and 18,248 boys in the seminaries
and academies of the State of New York, the former
being 55 per cent. of the whole. Of honor creden-
tials, the girls received this year 298 to 140 granted
to the boys- a proportion of 68 per cent. for the
girls.  The numbeér of girls who entered college last
year from Regents’ schoGls was 84 per cent. greater
than the year before, and this year will show a
smaller increase. ‘At this rate,”” says the secre-
tary, ‘“it looks as if early in the next century the
colleges would graduate more women than men, juet
as the academies do now.””

Rev. J. B. Gambrell, one of the most gifted Bap-
tist winisters of the South, and president of Mercer
University, Ga., writes a spicy article in the Bap-
tist and Reflector, urging the boys to wake up and
cultivate their morals and brains that they may be
fit company for the girls of today. He says:

““‘From my window I can see turrets of the first
female college the world ever knew. It is a nine

teenth century innovation.” All before that, women

had to ‘learn things from their husbands, if they
could afford the luxury of a husband. Then hus-

4
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bands were lords. They could whip their wives in
peace, and, under the common law of England,
‘could sell them. Inanevil (?) hour, so to speak,
these Georgia people set up a college to educate wo-
men ; the example was contagious andsee now where
we are at. We might have known it. A smart
woman is an over match for a fool man every time.
_ Let me tell you some things. Some years ago I
made a thorough examination into the state of ed-
ucation as to the sexes in one Southern State. I
found that for every boy graduated, there were be-
tween five and six girls who took diplomas. And
beyond doubt the girls were just as well educated as
the boys. That was ten yearsago. The dispropor-
tion is greater now. A remarkably well informed
lady of Indiana told me that the girl graduates of
the high schools number twenty to one boy. Amus-
ing! you say. Well, in one Southern city where I
happened to know the facts, the disproportion is
even greater than twenty to one, taking a dozen
years as the basis of calculation, Now put this with
what I said above, and as Mr. Cleveland in his solid
way would say, we confront a condition, not a the-
ory. The weight of intelligence in the country is
being transferred—has been transferred—to femin-
ine hands.”

It seems but a short time since Dr. E. H. Clarke
published his book, ‘“Sex in Eduecation.”” Inithe
iterated and reiterated with great solemnity that the
higher cducation of women meant their physical and
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domestic ruin. His book is now rogarded as mere
rubbish, and his conjectures as falsehoods.

The common dude, fop or figurehead does
not display a very great amount of brains,
yet he can vote ‘‘early and often.”” The most
ignorant, vile, criminally degraded Dago that
Italy can send us, who can tell no more about our
government than that it is a- ‘‘Georga Washee
government,”” and that it is ruled by a ‘“‘Georga
Washee people,’” and a few other similar, equally
intelligent answers, can take out naturalization
papers and vote within a few years afterward.
Miss Willard and many other good woman ef the
land, have studied our constitution, have taught
it in our schools, academies and colleges, and
yet, according to some men’s idea and our legal
statutes, they do not know as much as the igno-
rant, degraded Dago. What a commentary on our
American education and politics! What an idea
about knowledge! Have our girls not a bet-
ter education in general.than the boys? Do they
-not stay much . longer in school than the boys?
Do they not learn as fast, if not faster than
the boys while they are there? Do they not keep
their intellects from being dulled and ther senses
from being deadened, and their brain from be-
ing muddled by the use and abuse of tobacco
" and other poisons and stimulants? And yet with
all these things in favor of the girls, men will insist
they do not know enough to vote.

G
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Alas for the rarity,

Of political charity
Under the sun;

Oh, it is pitiful,

In a whole city full
Friends she has none.

All because ‘‘She’s nothing but a woman.”

.THEY ARE ﬁOT POSTED ON POLITICS.

AKING everything into consideration, women

are better posted on politics than men. There
is probably not more than one man in fifty who
thinks and can talk intelligently on politics. The
office-seekers and their helpers, or apprentices, and
a fewothers are the only men who do not vate
the same way their ‘‘futhers vote,”’ and many of
these are what they are because of the way they
were brought up. How many men can see any dif-
ference between the platforms of the Democratic and
Republican parties other than in name? Theoneis a
Democrat because he is opposed to the Republicans,
and the other is a Republican because he is opposed
to the Democrats. Itisa distinction without a dif-
ference. '

If the Democrats in 1896 would adopt the
Republican platform of 1892, and vice versa, the
majority would not know the difference, nor leave
the old party if they did know it.
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They both wear badges, carry torches, tramp for
hours in rain and mud, and sing foolish songs, and
‘“holler’’ for their candidates till they are hoarse,
and they say women don’t know anything about
politics. If that be politics, save the poor women
from it all the days'of their lives. - That is aboutall
the majority of men know about politics. Whereig-
norance is bliss, to be wise would be blister.

William Dean Howells says: ‘‘Certainly, I be-

lieve in women having the suffrage; I don’t see why.

theyare not as well prepared for it as nine-tenths of
the men. Woman’s influence would be a valuable
power if it could be felt at the polls. Perhaps our
women are not as conversant with political issues as
English women, for in England politics are social.
Here politics are extra-gsocial. At dinner in En-
gland women sit down and talk politics justas men
do, but they have the thing all in a nutshell. I
don’t see why women cannot and do not think as
sanely, as wholesomely as men. In fact, I think
they do so now. The defect in their minds isa
matter of training, not a defect of nature.”

WOMEN CAN T FIGHT.

UCY Stone says: ‘‘Some woman perils her life
for her country every time a soldier is born.
Day and night she does picket duty by his cradle.
For years she is his quartermaster, and gathers his
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rations. And then, when he becomes a man and a
voter, shall he say to his mother, ¢‘If you want to
vote you must first kill somebody ?’ It is a coward’s
argument?’’

Some one says: ‘“Think of arguing with a sober
face against a man whose brains are reduced to such
a minimum that he solemnly asserts a woman should
not vote because she cannot fight. In the first place,
she can fight; in the second, men are largely exempt
from military service; and, in the third, there is
not the remotest relation between firing a musket
and casting a ballot.”’

. *In the days of Feudalism, women were not allowed
to hold real estate because they could not fight to
defend it. But the right to vote in our republic is
not made todepend on the ability to fight. If it
were, it would disfranchise half the voting men of
the nation. All men over forty-five years of age
would be counted out, as they are considered past
the fighting age. Of these, there are 97,000 in the
single state of Massachusetts. So would all clergy-
men, because of the moral service they are supposed
to render. The published record of United States
Military statistics shows that more than a quarter
of the men who enlisted and were examined by the
surgeons, during our late Civil War, were found to
be physically unfit for service, and were notmus-
tered into the army. When a nation goes to war,
it claims other service of its citizens, both men and
women, than fighting. Ten per cent. of an army is
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detailed to serve the rest, as cooks, tailors, etc., and
they do no fighting.

“One half our male voters have not physical
strength to enforce laws, yet they help make them.
Mostlawyers, judges, physicians ministers, mer-
chants, editors, authors, legislators and congressmen,
and all men over forty five years old are exempt from
military service on the ground of physical incapac-
ity. (See statistics of the late war.) Voting is
the authoritative expression of an opinion. It re-
quires intelligence, conscience, and patriotism, not
mere muscle.

If to clothe woman with the elective franchise is
to take from her a tithe of her womanhood ; if she is
to become less gentle, modest, affectionate, pure,
sweet, we abandon the field at once. If to impose
upon her political duties isto be inconsistent with
her supreme duties at home, she must still devote her-
self to the latter and keep aloof from the former.
But I believe that the perfect State, according to my
conception of it as the great example and instrument
of self-government, needs the element of perfect wo-
manhood, according to the American and the En-
glish conception of womanhood. I believe that the
accomplishment by this vast force and influence, the
concentrated power of the Republic, of results for
humanity not otherwise to be attained, can be made
easier and surer by the aid of the qualities which
the women of the Republic alone can furnish. The
most taking argument against woman suffrage that



FEMALE FILOSOFY. 119

Iever heard was found in a single phrase of Dr.
Bushnell, when he called it ‘the reform against na-
ture.” Let us see if it be against or according to
nature to summon woman to our aid in the manage-
ment of the affairs of the Republic. Take the things
which the State hasto-day. Take, in the first place,
that which our opponents like chiefly to insist on
when they discuss this question : defense against for-
eign and domestic violence. Women will not bear
arms or lead armies, and that is true of old men and
of men physically disabled. Not more, I suppose,
than one-sixth part of our population of sixty-five
millions are fit to bear arms. But even in the mat-
ter of war, the women of America have conceived,
organized and rendered successful the great Sanitary
Commission, which was th<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>